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ment and the District of Columbia; with amendment (Rept. 
No. 1411). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Indiana : Committee on Interstate and For
eign Commerce. S. 1268. An act authorizing the States of Illi
nois and Indiana to construct, maintain, and operate a free 
highway bridge across the Wabash River, at or near Vin
cennes, Ind.; with amendment (Rept. No. 1413). Referred to 
the Hou e Calendar. 

Mr. BECK: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
S. 3421. An act to authorize the Tidewater Toll Properties 
(Inc.), its legal representatives and assigns, to construct, main
tain, and operate a bridge across the Choptn.nk River at a point 
at or near Cambridge, Md. ; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1414). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. BECK: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
S. 3422. An act to authorize the Tidewater Toll Properties 
(Inc.), its legal representatives and assigns, to construct, main
tain, and operate a bridge across the Patuxent River, south of 
Burch, Calvert County, Md.; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1415) . Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HUDDLESTON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. S. 4182. An act granting the consent of Congress 
to the county of Georgetown, S. C., to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge acros the Peede~ River and a bridge across 
the Waccamaw River, both at or near Georgetown, S. C.; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1416). Referred to the House Calendar. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clau e 2 of Rule XIII, 
1\.lr. McLEOD : Committee on the District of Columbia. H. R. 

1518. A bill for the relief of J. W. Anderson ; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1407). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole Hou e. 

Mr. JOHNSTON of Missouri: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
7534. A bill for the relief of the Brookhill Corporation; with
out amendment (Rept. No. 1408). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House. 

1\fr. SMITH of Idaho : Committee on Irrigation and Reclama
tion. H. R. 8103. A bill for the relief of the American Falls 
Realty & Water Works Co. (Ltd.), of Power County, Idaho; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 1409). Referred to the Com
mittee of the Whole House. 

1\fr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 10542. A bill for 
the I'elief of J ohn A. Arnold; with amendment (Rept. No. 1410). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. HOPKINS: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 9471. A 
bill for the relief of Florence M. Humphries ; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1412). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

. PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOL UTIO:NS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and re olutions 

we1·e introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By :Mr. ARENTZ·: A bill (H. R. 12282) to place an embargo 

on silver; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. BRITTEN: A bill (H. R. 122-83) to authorize the con

struction of certain naval vessels required under the London 
Naval Conference, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 
. By M1·. CROSSER: A bill (H. R. 12284) to provide for the 
construction of ves els for the Coast Guard for re cue and as
sistance work on Lake Erie; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Air. SPROUL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12285) to authorize 
the Po tmaster General to purchase motor-truck parts from the 
truck manufacturer; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

By Mr. THATCHER: A bill (H. R. 12286) to repeal the act 
entitled "An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell ~d patent certain lands in Louisiana and Mississippi," 
approved April 11, 1928; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, a, bill (H. R. 12287) authorizing the Commonwealth of 
Kentucky, by and through the State Highway Commission of 
Kentucky, or the successors of said commission, t&> acquire, con
struct, maintain, and operate bridges within Kentucky and/or 
aero s boundary-line streams of Kentucky; to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. LEAVITT: A bill (H. R. 12288) to amend the act 
entitled "An act to permit taxation of lands of homestead and 
desert-land entrymen under the reclamation act," approved April 
21, 1928; to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation. 

By 1\lr. REID of Illinois: Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 334) to 
amend the ra,dio act pf 1927 by providing· for 3 Gover~ent 

broadcasting frequencies, 1 for the Department of Agriculture, 
1 for the Department of the Interior, and 1 for the Department 
of Labor; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. BOYLAN: A bill (H. R. 12289) for the relief of Capt. 

Christian Damson; to the Committee on Claims. 
By lli. CRAIL: A bill (H. R. 12290) granting a pension to 

Charles H. Ingersoll ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. DOMINICK: A bill (H. R. 12291) granting a pension 

to John E. Wino ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12292) granting a pension to Will Ralph 

Johnson ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HANCOCK: A bill (H. R. 12293) granting an increase 

of pension to Lucy E: Bryant; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HESS: A bill (H. R. 12294) granting an increase of 
pension to Barbara Ann Felix ; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pen ·ions. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12295) granting an increase 
of pension to Celina E. Hutton; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By l\Ir. KENDALL of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12296f 
granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Glisan ; to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By 1\Ir. LANKFORD of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 12297) grant
ing a pension to Grover C. Fennell ; to the Committee on Pen-
sions. · · 

By Mr. SLOAN _: A bill (H. R. 12298) for the relief of George 
P. Ster1ing; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TABER: A bill (H. R. 12299) granting a pension to 
Etta A. Vinn Combes; to the Committee on Inva1id Pensions. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 12300) for the relief of 
Edward S. Ryan; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12301) for the relief of John S. Dodge ; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

PETITI'ONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's -desk and referred as follows: 
7240. By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: Petition of National 

Retail Dry Goods Association, New York, transmitting proposed 
amendments to Houie bill 11852, and urging that they be 
adopted; to the Committee on Patents. 

7241. Also, petition of National Alliance of Postal Employees; 
Pittsburgh, Pa.; -to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 
Roads. -

7242. Also, -getition of city carriers of Stillwater, Okla., 
urging support -of House bill 6603 ; to the Committee on the 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

7243. By Mr. THOMPSON: Petition of citizens of Fulton 
County, Ohio, urging early favorable action on House bill 229, 
to grant an allowance on personally owned post-office equip
ment; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

7244. By Mr. STONE: Petition signed by L. E. Gray, secre
, tai·y PoRtal Clerks, and seven other clerks of Stillwater, Okla., 
providing for shorter hours for all postal employees; to the 
Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

SENATE 
MoNDAY, May 1~, 1930 

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~arney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Almighty God, who through the mystery of instinct dost lead 
all living things ·along their way, grant that we may hear Thy 
Yoice, \Yhich calls us to be true and steadfast, and so--unafraid. 

Take of Thine own spirit and lay it upon us-the spirit of 
fatherly care for all Thy children, the spirit of the Saviour's 
love for the erring and the lo t, the spirit of the Comforter's 
tenderne s for every sad and lonely soul. 

Fill ou:r: cup each morning with the water of life, that we 
may give to him that is athirst; put into our hearts such living 
words from Thee that nothing we may say shall fall to the 
ground, returning to Thee void. Help us to make the welfare of 
all the upreme law of our land, that our commonwealth may 
rest secure upon the love of all its citizens, that the blessing of 
the Nation may fall upon our service and rise triumphant unto 
Thee. Through Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 
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THE JOURNAL 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of the proceed
ings of the Iegislapve day of Thursday last, when, on r€9-uest of 
Mr. F Ess and by unanimous consent, the further reading was 
dispensed ·with and the Journal was approved. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGNED 

The VICE PRESIDENT announced his signature to the fol
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolution, which had previously 
been s igned by the Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

H. R. 645. An act for the relief of Lyma Van Winkle; ' 
H. R. 1794. An act to authorize the payment of an indemnity 

to the owners of the British steamship Kyleakin for damages 
sustained as a result of a collision between that vessel and the 
U. S. S. William O'Brien; 

H. R.1954. An act for the relief of A. 0. Gibbens; 
H. R. 2902. An act to authorize the sale of the Government 

property acquired for a post-office site in Binghamton, N. Y.; 
H. R. 3246. An act to authorize the sale of the Government 

property acquired for a post-office site in Akron, Ohio; 
H. R. 3717. An act to add certain lands to the. Fremont Na

tional Forest in the State of Oregon ; 
H. n. 6564. An act making appropriations for the Department 

of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 7069. •An a,ct for the relief of the heirs of Viktor Pet
tersson; 

H. R. 7832. An act to reorganize the administration of Fed
eral prisons; to authorize the Attorney General to contract for 
the care of United States prisoners; to establish Federal jails, 
and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 8299. An act authorizing the establishment of a national 
hydraulic laboratory in the Bureau of Standards of the Depart
ment of Commerce and the construction of a building therefor; 

H. R. 8578. ·An act to sell the present post-office site and 
building at Dover, Del.; 

H. R. 8918. An act authorizing conveyance to the city of 
Trenton, N. J., of title to a portion of the site of the present 
Federal building in that city ; 

H. R. 9324. An act to dedicate for street purposes a portion 
of the old post-office site at Wichita, Kans. ; • · 

H. R. 9325. An act to authorize the United States Veterans' 
Bureau to pave the road running north and south immediately 
east of and adjacent to Hospital No. 90 at Muskogee, Okla., 
and to authorize the use of $4,950 of funds appropriated for 
hospital purposes, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 9407. An act to amend the act of Congress approved 
May 29, 1928, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
accept title to certain real estate, subject to a reservation of 
mineral rights in favor of the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians; 

H. R. 9437. An act to authorize a necessary increase in the 
White House police force ; 

H. R. 9758. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis
trict of Columbia to close certain portions of streets and alleys 
for public-school purposes ; 

H. R. 9845. An act to authorize the transfer of Government
owned land at Dodge City, Kans., for public-building purposes; 
and 

S. J. Res. 165. Joint resolution authorizing the settlement of 
the case of United States against the Sinclair Crude Oil Pur
chasing Co., pending in the United States District Court in and 
for the District of Delaware. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Farrell, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
following bills of the Senate: 

S. 4098. An act to provide funds for cooperation witb the 
school board at Browning, Mont., in · the extension of the high
school building to be available to Indian children of the Bla~k
feet Indian Reservation; 

S. 4173. An . act to extend the times for commencing and com
pleting the construction of a bridge across the 9hio River at or 
near Carrollton, Ky.; and 

~- 417~ An act granting the consent of Congress to the 
Highway Department of the State of Tennessee to construct a 
bridge across the French Broad River on the Dandridge-New
port Road, in Jefferson County, Tenn. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the amendment of the Sena te to each of the fc;>llowing bills: 

H. R. 8562. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across· the Missouri 
Ri ver at or near Randolph, Mo.; and 

H. R. 9895. An act to es tablish the Carlsbad Caverns National 
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes. 

The message further announced that the House had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 

votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 4138) to amend the act of March 2, 1929, entitled 
"An act to enable the mothers and widows of the deceased 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the American forces now 
interred in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to 
these cemeteries. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a 
bill (H. R. 12205) granting pensions and ·increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army and Navy, 
and ·so forth, and certain soldiers a,nd sailors of wars other 
than the Civil War, and to widows of such soldiers and sailors, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

MEMORIAL ADDRE-SS ON FORMER SENATOR 0. A. LARRAZOLO 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, on last Monday Bon. A. A. 
Sedillo delivered before the Lawyers Club, of Albuquerque, 
N. Mex., an excellent address in memory of the late Senator 
Octaviano A. Larrazolo, who served with distinction as a 
Member of this body. The address presents in such a clear 
and forceful way the great ability and fine qualities of Senator 
Larrazolo, as well as the splendid contribution which he made 
to the betterment of mankind throughout his life, beginning 
with his service as a rural-school teacher and concluding with 
his membership in this Chamber, that I think a permanent 
record should be made of it. Accordingly, Mr. President, I ask 
that it be printed at this point in the RECORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The address is as follows : 
Octaviano Ambrosio Larrazolo died on the 7th day of April, A. D. 

1930, at his place of abode in Albuquerque, N. Mex. He was born n 
the 7th day of December, 1859, in the old settlement known as Valley 
of San Bartolo (now of Allende), district of Bravo, State of Chihuahua, 
Mexico. He was the son of Octaviano Larrazolo and Donaclana Corral 
de Larrazolo. Both the Larrazolo and Corral families were old set
tlers and people of renown in the State of Chihuahua and the Republic 
of Mexico, and the older folks, including the father and four older 
brothers of the decedent, figured prominently in the War o! Interven
tion or France in Mexico on the side ot Mexico. As a consequence of 
the French War of I~tervention in Mexico, the Larrazolo family was 
impoverished and scattered in different directions. 

Octaviano Ambrosio Larrazolo, the subject of this sketch, migrated to 
the United States at the age of 11 years as the prot~g~ of the late 
Archbishop J. B. Salpointe. He remained under the protection of said 
prelate from 1870 to 1877, accompanying bJm on his _travels overland 
through New Mexico and Arizona, and attended St. Michael's College 
in Santa Fe during the years 1875 and 1876. He was soon recognized 
as a brilliant student and leader of his class, and In a declamatot•y 
contest in which he participated in July of 1876, be rendered one of 
the famous addresses delivered by Daniel O'Connell in the British 
Parliament in defense of the Irish people with such original, vivid, 
and realistic expression that it gained the admiration of the members 
of the faculty aud all the spectators, including Hon .. Edmund F. Dunne, 
ex-chief justlce of the supreme court of Arizona, who invited young 
Larrazolo to lunch the following day ' and advised him to follow the 
legal profession, taking so much interest in him as to offer to take hlm 
to Chicago and put him through a law course in college. Ever after 
be could recite this wonderful oration. 

After the college days he went to San Elisario, Tex., where be taught 
in the public schools, and in 1882 be contracted matrimony with Mlss 
Rosalia Cobos, who died nine years later, and of which marriage be , 
bad five children, two surviving to adulthood-Juan B. Larrazolo, who 
afterwards became a prominent lawyer of Texas and Mexico, and died 
at an early age, and Jose M. Larrazolo, now a doctor of chiropractic, 
residing in Albuquerque. Iu 1892 our subject again married, this time 
to Miss Maria Garcia, and this marriage was blessed with 10 children, 
of whom · there are now living 0. A. Larrazolo, jr., engineer and geolo
gist, now residing in Santa Fe; Carlos, r esiding at San Francisco, 
Cali!. ; Heliodoro A., Maria, Pablo, and Rafael, all living with the 
decedent and their mother at Albuquerque. 

From 1878 to 1884 Mr. Larrazolo taught school at San Elisario, Tex., 
and in 1885 was appointed clerk of the United States court at El 
Paso, resigning in 1886 to become clerk of the district court of the 
thirty-fourth judicial district of Texas, with principal office at El 
Paso, to which offi-ce he was reelected in 1888. During all of said 
time be kept up his general studies and studied law, and in connection 
with his law studies be mentioned the name of Judge Falvey, with 
whom be took cbunsel in "the course of his studies. In 1889 our sub
ject was admitted to the bar and elected district attorney _for the 
thirty-fourth judicial district, to which office he was r eelected m 1802, 
thereby .serving as district atterney for four years. 

In 1895 be came to New Mexico, settling at Las Vegas, where he 
acquired a large and lucrative law pract ice, and soon became identified 
with the vital interests of New Mexico, and thereafter became a leading 
factor in the political life of our Territory and State. As was said · 
by him so many times, bls coming to New Mexico had for an object the 
general uplift of the native New Mexican, the Spanish-American, aud 
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the true and full recognition of his rights as a citizen of the State and 
of this great Republic of the North. 

He was made the standard bearer of the Democratic Party of New 
Mexico as a candidate for Delegate to Congress in 1898 and again in 
1900 and in 1908, and at this last election his triumph was defeated 
by political machination. Notwithstanding such reverses, he kept up 
his patriotic work, and later, when New Mexico became admitted as a 
State, he sacrificed everything upon the altar of the constitution adopted 
by the convention, which merited his approval, because it gave adequate 
protection and representation to the native people of New Mexico, 
thereby once more demonstrating his true devotion to the cause which 
he had always made his mission in life and projecting his great figure 
as a true patriot. 

As has been truthfully recorded in the Leading Facts of New Mexican 
History, by Twitchell, he advocated the nomination of representatives 
of the native people for a larger number of the State offices, and the 
result of his efforts was noticeable in the attitude of all the native-son 
delegates in the State conventions of both parties, and brought about 
the nomination and election of the late Ezequiel Cabeza de Baca as the 
first native-son governor of the State of New Mexico. 

He was elected governor of New Mexico in 1918, which was still 
during the great World War, and thereby became the post-war governor 
of New Mexico; and his administration is a shining star of faithful 
service, true devotion, a.nd patriotism. His executive gesture in pre
venting the coal strike from enveloping the coal mines of New Mexico, 
and his measure for the equal distribution of aid to the farmers and 
stockmen of the State during such times of reconstruction and hardship, 
will ever be remembered by the people of our State with admiration 
and sincere gratitude. It was during his term of office as governor that 
he initiated the project which be lived to see become a policy of the 
actual administration of President Hoover; and it was Governor 
Larrazolo who launched the idea to have the lands of the public domain 
returned to the States in which they were situated. The wisdom and 
justice of that measure have now become apparent throughout the 
land; but the governor's proposal went further, as it includes the return 
of the ownership of the subsoil as well as the surface of the lands. 
It was also during his administration that the great act of justice and 
mercy was performed of discharging the Villista soldiers who were 
arrested in connection with the raid of the border towns of Columbus 
by Pancho Villa and his band, and which later were fully exonerated 
by a jury of the vicinage, thereby upholding the governot·'s action. 

He was elected and served as a inember of the house of representa
tives for the third legislative district of the State of New Mexico in 
1927 and 1928, and his work on behalf of the farmers of the middle 
Rio Grande district is well and favorably known by those most deeply 
concerned in the reclamation and drainage of the valley. 

In 1928 he was elected Senator of the United States to fill out the 
unexpired term caused by the death of the late Senator Andrieus A. 
Jones. During the short time in which he served as United States 
Senator and while suffering greatly from sickness he prepared and 
submitted to Congress his bill for the establishment of an industrial 
school for boys and girls, that being another of his great projects for 
which he had labored in his effort to have the youth of New Mexico 
provided with equal educational preparation for life work and American 
citizenship. He accompanied his proposed law with an introductory 
address, which was received with applause and merited a congratulatory 
message from Vice President Dawes. 

The Senator was well known throughout the Southwest as a gifted 
and accomplished orator in both English and Spanish and was acknowl
edged as a leader of the Spanish-American people of New Mexico, a 
distinction which he well and truly deserved. 

As has been commented by a local newspaper upon the death of our 
subject, " Governor Larrazolo was born with the gift of a passionate 
eloquence. He was one of the great masters of oratory of his day. 
Few speakers could ex:cel him, none that we know of in New Mexico 
and not many outside of the State. Those who have attended public 
meetings in Albuquerque recall without effort the ease with which 
Governor Larrazolo could catch and hold the imagination of his 
audiences. He was a vigorous pleader ; he could thrust his personal
ity with uncanny accuracy into the deeper emotions of his listeners; 
be could always arouse great admiration for his powers, even from those 
who might differ at the moment with his thesis. In appearance Gover
nor Larrazolo was t.he true patriotic type. He looked every inch the 
statesman. He was tall, spare. His eyes carried in their depths the 
brooding storm of the keenly sensitive mind. His face was that of 
a strong man accustomed to victory and defeat, of the man who 
accepted either verdict fighting. Governor Larrazolo was the great 
champion of the Spanish-American people, always uncompromising in 
his concern for their welfare. He was their acknowledged spokesman. 
His vigorous efforts in their behalf sprang from deep sincerity and 
strong-hearted devotion. During his short term as United States Sena
tor Mr. L'rrazolo introduced a measure for the establishment of an 
industrial school for the youth of the State. That was his etrort to 
equalize opportunities; it was his last great cause in behalf of his 

- State." 

Another contemporary appreciation from the press of New Mexico 
' i as follows: "There was in Larrazolo a curious blending of gentle

ness with strength. In the executive office he was suave and con
siderate, but he knew how to be stern. In the executive mansion 
there was about him the unfailing charm of princeliness. Brilliant 
and eft'ective as a lawyer ; resourceful and determined as an execu
tive; cour:tgeous to the point of fearlessness as a legislator-but it 
was as an orator that he reached the pinnacle of his powers. Rarely 
distinguished in presence and bearing, he bad the voice, the command 
of language, and the histrionic power to sway audiences to his mood. 
Spanish was his · mother tongue, but when he spoke in English there 
was just enough accent to lend an added charm to his speecb." 

The great steps of progress are marked by tombstones; so the 
death of Esquilo was the ascension of Greece to the ideal. 'l'he 
death of Tacito wa.s an ascension of Rome to justice. Everything i& 
utilized in the fruitful laboratory of nature. From the ashes of the 
great dead spring forth the issues of the living. Love conquers death. 
Such was the verse of Sulamita revealed by the death of the Martyr 
of Golgotha and is eternally true. The heroes of a country do not 
die but, rather, extend the flight of their life through spirit, their 
ashes becoming part of the soul of the collectivity of the country 
where they lived, converted into the ideal, the sentiment, the aspira
tion of the people similarly situated. To Larrazolo, like to Carlyle, 
history was the poetic splendor of human activity, the triumphal 
procession of the virtues exemplified in the humanistic cause that 
every other human shall have an equal opportunity with his fellow
being, and which represents the true idea of the fatherhood of God 
and the brotherhood of man. 

The heroes of American independence, like the heroes of Mexican inde
pendence, and of every other nation, which brought forth a better expres
sion of manhood, were so thoroughly defined in all the' make·up of our 
subject that it can truthfully be sa.id that it was part of his inner being. 
His mind and his soul touched with the mind and soul of the universe 
in that regard. He was a true humanitarian in principle and was 
thoroughly impregnated with the ideal of the full development of the 
expression of the true, the beautiful, and the good, which ts a common 
attribute in all humanity. 

Octaviano Ambrosio Larrazolo bas shed the mortal coil, thereby paying 
the unrequited tribute to nature's implacable law. His life was 
nurtured in the baskings of the imperishable light which moves the 
warp and woof of the inner being that proclaims infinity. The sun of 
wisdom, and of truth, and of justice, is eternal. In such planes our 
subject moved and had his being, lived and died, and the memory of 
his name and of his deeds will be cherished by the grateful people of 
New Mexico and revered and respected with the halo of immortality. 
His name and deeds in New Mexico will adorn the brilliant pages of . 
Spanish-American history alongside of the names of Miranda of Vene
zuela, the precursor of South American independence; Bolivar, who has 
been called the Washington of South America; Sucre, who was a common 
figure to Colombia, Ecuador, and Bolivia; San Martin, the liberator of 
the southern half of South America ; O'Higgins, the Chilean hero; and 
Hidalgo, M.orelos, and Benito Juarez, emancipators of Mexico; and all 
of whose names emblazon the pages of the history of those Republics. 

Octaviano Ambrosio Larrazolo will be the contribution of the Spanish
American people for New Mexico, of the lawyer, the orator, the execu
tive, the statesman, the man; and as a good, true, noble, and patriotic 
citizen of this great country of ours, the United States of America. 

CALL OF THE ROLL 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the rolL 
The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George McKellar 
Ashurst Gillett McNary 
Baird Glass Metcalf 
Barkley Glenn Norris 
Bingham Goldsborough Nye 
Blaine Greene Oddie 
Blease Hale Overman 
Borah Harris Patterson 
Bratton Harrison Phipps 
Brock Hastings Pine 
Capper Hatfield Ransdell 
Caraway Hawes Reed 
Connally Hayden Robinson, Ark. 
Copeland Howell Robinson. Ind. 
Couzens Johnson Robsion, Ky. 
Cutting Jones Schall 
Deneen Kendrick Sheppard 
Dill Keyes Shipstead 
Fess King Shortridge 
Fra.zier La Follette Simmons 

Smoot 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler 

Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the Senator from 
Florida [1\fr. Fl..EircHER] and the Senator f:rom South Carolina 
[Mr. SMITH] are all detained from the Senate by illness. 

1\Ir. BLACK. I desire to announce that my colleague the 
senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN] is necessarily de
tained in his home State on matters of public importance. 



8710 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE MAY ·12 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-eight Senators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 
CHAIN-STORE SYSTEM OF MARKETING AND DISTRIBUTION (S. DOC. 

NO. 146) . 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the chairman of the Federal Trade Commission, sub
mitting in response to Senate Resolution 224, Seventieth Con
gress, an interim report of the commission relative to the 
chain-store system of marketing and distribution, which, with 
the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary and ordered to be printed. 

CLAIM OF T. G. HAYES 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Comptroller General of the United States, report
ing, pursuant to law, concerning the claim of T. G. Hayes, 
formerly private, Company A, One hundred and forty-second Ma
chine Gun Battalion, Oamp Beauregard, La., for $40, as 
reimbursement for money sent him in a registered letter, which, 
with the accompanying report, was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

· USELESS PAPERS IN THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica
tion from the Assistant Secretary of Labor, reporting, pursuant 
to law, relative to an accumulation of miscellaneous papers and 
material in that department which is not useful in the transac
tion of official business and has no permanent value or historic 
interest, and asking for action looking toward its disposition, 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to a Joint 
Select Committee on the Disposition of Useless Papers in the 
Executive Departments. -

The VICE PRESIDENT appointed Mr. METc.ALF and Mr. 
CoPELAND members of the committee on the part of the Senate. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a telegram em
bodying a resolution unanimously adopted by the convention of 
the Albany (Ga.) Circuit Bar Association deploring the recent 
adverse action of the Senate on the nomination of Judge John J. 
Parker as an ,Associate Justice- of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also laid before the Senate a resolution of the executive 
council, woman's department, of the National Civic Federation, 
at New York City, N. Y., favoring the ratification of the treaty 
of London for the limitation and reduction of naval armament, 
and also the construction of the necessary tonnage to place the 
United States Navy on the basis of pality and ratio laid down 
by the said treaty, which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. 

He also laid before the Senate the memorial of John J. 
Spriggs, attorney at law, of Lander, Wyo., remonstrating against 
the passage of House bill 9182, to legalize boxing in the District 
of Columbia, and also favoring the passage of legislation to 
outlaw prize fighting, which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GOLDSBOROUGH presented a resolution adopted by the· 
Baltimore (Md.) Butter & Egg Exchange favoring the repeal 
of the agricultural marketing act and condemning that act 
"as detrimental to all citizens of the United States, even those 
who joined cooperatives," which was referred to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

THE EIGHTEENTH AMENDMENT 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I have received certain reso
lutions from the Common Council of Hartford, Conn., which 
I ask to have read at the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the reading? 
The Chair hears none, and the clerk will read: 

The resolutions were read and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, as follows: 

OFFICE OF THE TOWN AND CITY CLERK, 

Hartford, Oonn., AP1'il !9, WSO. 
This certifies that at a meeting of the court of common council held 

April 28, 1930, the following resolutions were passed by a roll-can vote of 
16 to 3 and were approved by his honor, the mayor, April 29, 1930 : 

"Whereas the highest interests of the Nation are jeopardized by the 
conditions now existing under the eighteenth amendment to the Con
stitution of the United States and the enforcement legislation there
under, and in particular through the weakening of the efficiency and 
integrity of the administration of law and ord,.er in our cities; and 

" Whereas the people of the Nation should be permitted to deter
mine whether or not the policy of national prohibition shall be con
tinued : Now, therefore, 

''Resolved, That the Common Council of the City of Hartford respect
fully urge the Congress of the United States to cause the question of 
national prohibition to be submitted to the people by proposing an 

amendntent to the Constitution of the United States providing for the 
repeal of the eighteenth amendment thereto, and by providing that the 
method of ratification be by conventions in the several States; and 
further 

u Resolved, That the city clerk be instructed to transmit copies of 
this memorial to the United States Senators from this State and to 
the Congressman for t he first congressional district of this State for 
presentation to the respective Houses of Congress." 

Attest: 
JoHN A. GLEASON, Oity Olerk. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

Mr. COUZENS, from the Committee on Education and Labor, 
to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10175) to amend an act 
entitled "An act to provide for the promotion of vocational 
rehabilitation of-persons disabled in industry or otherwise and 
their return to civil employment," approved June 2, 1920, as 
amended, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 

- (No. 645) thereon. 
Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Claims, to which 

was refen-ed the bill ( S. 2334) for the relief of W,allace E. 
Ordway, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 646) thereon. 

Mr. WHEELER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 1270) providing for the con
struction of roads on the Fort Belknap Indian Re ervation in 
the State of Montana, reported it without amendment and sub
mitted a report (No. 647) thereon. 

Mr. STEIWER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill (H. R. 5411) to provide for the 
appointment of an additional district judge for the district of 
Minnesota, reported it without amendment and submitted a 
report (No. 648) thereon. 

Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee on Commerce, to which 
were referred the following bills, reported them each without 
amendment: · 

H. R. 7962. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River 
at Mound City, Ill.; and 

H. R. 9805. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River 
at Cairo, Ill. 

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION PRESENTED 

l\Ir. GREENE, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that to-day that committee presented to the President of the 
United States the following enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

S. 549. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to pro
ceed with the construction of certain public works, and for 
other purposes ; 

S. 4098. An act to provide funds for cooperation with the 
school board at Browning, Mont., in the extension of the high
school building to be available to Indian children of the Black
feet Indian Reservation ; 

S. 4173. An act to extend the times for commencing and com
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or 
near Carrollton, Ky.; and 

S. 4174. An act granting the consent of Congress to the High
way Department of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
across the French Broad River on the Dandridge-Newport Road, 
in Jefferson County, Tenn.; and 

S. J. Res.165. Joint resolution authorizing the settlement of 
the case of United States against the Sinclair Crude Oil Pur
chasing Co., pending in the United States District Court in and 
for the District of Delaware. 

REPORTS OF NOMINATIONS 

As in executive session, 
1\ir. W ATERMA.N, from the Committee on the Judiciary, re

ported sundry judicial nominations, which were placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 

1\Ir. HASTINGS, from the Committee on · the Judiciary, re
ported the nomination of John P. Hallanan, of West Virginia, 
to be United States marshal, southern district of West Vir
ginia, which was placed on the Executive Calendar. 

Mr. DENEEN, from the Committee -on the Judiciary, reported 
the nomination of Harry H. Atkinson, of Nevada, to be United 
States attorney, district of Nevada, which was placed on the 
Executive Calendar. 

Mr. PHIPPS, from the Committee on Post Offices and Post 
Roads, reported sundry post-office nominations, which were 
placed on the Executive Calendar. 

BILLS AND .TOINT BESOL UTI ON INTRODUCED 

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time, and referred 
as follows: 
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By Mr. TRA.l\Il\IELL: 
A bill ( S. 4422) for the relief of the Llewellyn Machinery 

Corporation; to tl!e Committee on Claims. 
·By 1\Ir. BRATTON {by request) : 
A bill ( S. 4423) to amend section 4 of the act of .1\farch 3, 

1927, granting pensions to certain soldiers who served in the 
Indian wars from 1817 to 1898, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By l\Ir. NORRIS : 
A bill ( S. 4424) granting a pension to Minnie Durbin; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 4425) .to amend section 284 of the Judic!al Code of 

the United States; and 
-A bill ( S. 4426) to amend certain sections of the act entitle-d 

"An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the 
United States," approved March 4, 1909, as ~ended, so as to 
modify the penalties for offenses against tlie currency of for
eign · countries to conform to the penalties provided for offenses 
aga!nst the currency of the United States; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By l\Ir. McKELLAR : 
A bill .( S. 4427) for the erection of·· tablets or markers and 

the commemoration of Camp Blount and the Old Stone Bridge, 
Lincoln County, Tenn.; to the Committee on the Library. 

By l\Ir. TYDINGS: 
A bill ( S. 4428) for the relief of Lloyd H. Barber. (with an 

accompanying paper) ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. SHORTRIDGE: 
_A bill (S. 4429) for the relief of Napoleon Johnson; to the 

Committee on l\1ilitary Affairs. 
A bill (S. 4430) for the relief of Stephen Sawyer; to the 

Committee on Finance. 
By l\Ir. McNARY: 
A bill (S. 4431) for the relief of Mildred F. Evans and W. A. 

Evans ; to the Committee on Finance. 
By Mr. THO:i\IAS of Oklahoma: 
A bill (S. 4432) granting to the State of Oklahoma 210,000 

acres of unappropriated nonmineral land for the benefit of its 
agricultural and mechanical colleges, according to the provi
sions of the acts of July 2, 1862, and July 23, 1866, and author
izing the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the Secretary of the 
Interior certifying the number of acres available and that there 
are not sufficient lands in the State of Oklahoma to comply with 
the provisions of this act, to pay to the State of Oklahoma in 
lieu thereof the sum of $1.25 per acre for the number of acres 
due said Sfate; to tbe Committee on Public Lands arid Surveys. 

Byl\Ir.PATTERSON: 
A bill ( S. 4433) granting a pension to Emily D. Hennegin 

(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. 'l'RAMMELL (for Mr. FLETCHER): 
A bill (S. 443~) for the relief of Walter J. Bryson Paving 

Co. ; to the Committee on Claims. 
A bill ( S. 4435) for the relief of James Williamson and those 

claiming under or through him; to the Committee on Puplic 
Lands and Surveys. 

By Mr. ODDIE: 
A bill ( S. 4436) granting a pension to Rice Maupin; to the 

Committee on Pensions. 
A bill (S. 4437) for the relief of W. L. Nygren; to the 

Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. REED: 
A bill (S. 4438) for the relief of the Jay Street Terminal 

:(with accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ALLEN: 
A bill (S. 4439) granting a pension to Nannie Brown (with 

accompanying papers) ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky: 
A bill ( S. 4440) granting a pension to Francis Doss; and 
A bill ( S. 4441) grantiD;g a pension to Franklin D. Pierce; to 

the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. DILL: 
A bill ( S. 4442) relating to suits for infringement of patents 

where the patentee is violating tP-e antitrust laws; to the. 
Committee on Patents. 

:A joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 176) transferring the functions 
of the Radio Division of the Department of Commerce to the 
Federal Radio Commission; to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

HOUSE BILL REF'ER.RED 

The bill (H. R. 12205) granting pensions and increase of 
pensions to certain soldiers and sailors of the Regular Army 
and Navy, and so forth, and certain soldiers and sailors of 
wars other than the Civil War, and the widows of such soldie:rs 

LXXII--549 

and sailors, was read twice by its title and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

On motion of 1tfr. STEIWER, the Committee on Military Affairs 
was discharged from the further consideration of the bill 
( S. 4089) authorizing the Secretary of War to extend the serv
ices and operations of the Inland Waterways Corporation to 
certain inland waterways and water routes, and it was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

OITIZENSHIP AND NATUR.ALIZATION OF MARRIED WOMEN 

Mr. DILL. I submit an amendment intended to be proposed 
by me to the bill (H. R. 10960) to amend the law relative to 
the citizenship and naturalization of married women, and for 
other purposes, and ask that it be printed and lie on the table 
for consideration when that bill comes before the Senate. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

INDIAN A.FFAffiS, LAWS, AND TREATIES-CHARLES J. KAPPLER. 

1\Ir. FRAZIER. Mr. President, the Senate by resolution of 
February 22, 1926, authorized the compilation, printing, and 
indexing of the fourth volume of Indian Affairs, Laws, and 
Treaties, and a limit of $2,000 was placed on the cost of the 
compilation. The work has been done. The volume has been 
printed and is in the hands of the committee. 

In the Interior Department appropriation bill, which was 
recently passed, an item for this purpose was inserted as a 
Senate amendment appropriating $2,000. The House con
ferees, however,-as I understand, objected to it because the reso
lution authorizing the work was a Senate resolution. There
fore, I am now introducing a Senate resolution providing that 
the amount may be paid out of the contingent fund of the Sen
ate. I ask that the resolution may be read and properly 
referred. 

The resolution ( S. Res. 260) was read and referrecr: to the 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the 
Senate, as follows: ' 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized and 
directed to pay from the contingent fund of the Senate to Charles J. 
Kappler the sum of $2,000 for the work of compiling, annotating, and 
indexing the fourth volume of Indian laws and treaties· (S. Doc. No. 
53, 70th Cong.), same having been authorized by Senate resolution of 
February 22, 1!)26. 

FOREIGN EXCHANGE AND FOREIGN FIN A.NCIAL CONDITIONS 

Mr. ODDIE submitted the following resolution (S. Res. 261), 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Mines and ~fining be, and is hereby, 
authorized to revise to date and publish with illustrations as Senate 
documents, serial 8, - entitled " Foreign Exchange Quotations and 
Curves," and serial 9, entitled "European Currency and Finance," both 
publications prepared under Senate Resolution 469, Sixty-seventh Con
gress, fourth session, and is hereby further authorized to sit in the 
District of Columbia during sessions, recesses, and adjournments of the 
Seventy-first and Seventy-second Congresses to investigate and report 
to the Senate upon currency and financial conditions in the countries 
of Latin America and the Orient, and upon the economic effects of 
said conditions upon the United States, the reports to be published as 
Senate documents, said committee t.o employ such personal services 
and incur such expenses as may be necessary to carry out the purposes 
of this resolution ; such expendituTes shall be paid from the contingent 
fund of the Senate upon vouchers authorized by the committee and 
signed by the chairman 'thereof. 

THE COPPER-MINING INDUSTRY AND THE TAIUFF (S. DOC. NO. 145) 

Mr. HAYDEN. I ask unanimous consent to have printed as 
a Senate document, with an illustration, copy of a letter written 
by my colleague the senior Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
AsHURST], Representative DouGLAS of Arizona, and myself to 
the Tariff Commission relating to imports, exports, and other 
statistics · affecting copper, and the reply of the commission 
thereto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

SENATOR BLEASE'S VOTES ON TARIFF RATES 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
CoNGRFBSIONAL RECORD certain correspondence in reference to 
an article which appeared in the Columbia ( S. C.) Record 
Tuesday, April 15, 1930. In reply to my request, the Columbia 
Record of .May 8, 1930, published the correspondence excepting 
my letter addressed to the editor. 



8712 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MAY 12 
Tbe VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The correspondence is as follows : 

WASIDNGTON D. C., April 16~ 1930. 
Mr. RODNEY DUTCHER, 

Netospaper Enterprise AsBociaticm, 
13Zl Ne10 York A·venue, Washington, D. a. 

DEAR SIR: I notice in tlle Columbia (S. C.) Record of Tuesday, April 
15, 1030, an article on the front page signed by you in wWch you 
stated, speaking of Senator E. D. SMTTH, of South Carolina, "He was 
the one Democratic Senator who refused to vote for an increased duty 
on. anything." 

Will you please point out to me where I voted for any tariff on any" 
article, either high or low? I will thank you for this information. 

I shall withhold my reply in the Senate to this article in the Colnmbia 
Record for a reasonable time awaiting your reply. 

Vet·y respectfully, 

The Hon. COLE. BLEASE, 

COLE. L. BLEASEl. 

NEA SERVICE (INC.), 
C'levelana, Ohio~ AprU 11~ 1930. 

Be:nate Office Building~ Washington, D. a. 
DEAR SENATOR Br..EASE : The only information I have concerning your 

votes for tariff increases is to be found on page 3867 of the Co~GRES
SIONAL RECORD for February 18 and on page 3915 of the CONGBESSIONAL 
RECO,RD for February 19. It appears that you voted tor the Connally 
amendment to raise the duty on cattle and for the Hayden amendment 
to raise the duty on dates in packages. 

Trusting that this is the information desired, cordially yours, 
RODNilY DUTCHER. 

Mr. ROD~EY DUTCHER, 
NEA Bt»"vice (Inc.), 

WASHINGTON~ D. C_, April !S~ 1930. 

1322 New York Ave., Washington, D. a. 
DEAR SIR: Your letter received. As to my vote on the tariff as re

ferred to in it, on page 3867, CONGBESS10NAL RECORD of February 18, 
if you will notice, you will see the following entry : 

"Mr. WATSON (when his name was called). I have a pair with the 
senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. I understand that it 
present he would vote as I shall vote, and I therefore vote. I vote ' yea.' " 

It you will look at the vote, you will notice that I voted "yea.'' Now, 
if you will look back on page 3863 and read Mr. CoNNALLY's amendment, 
you will see that it reads as follows: . 

" The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. The Senator from Texas offers the follow
ing amendment : On page 125, line 5, to strike out ' eight' and to insert 
in lieu thereof ' seven ' ; in line 6, to strike out ' 2 ' and to insert in lieu 
thereof ' 272 ' ; in line 6, to strike out ' eight' and to insert in lieu 
thereof ' seven' ; and in line 7, to strike out ' 272 ' and to insert in lieu 
thereof ' 3,' so as to read : ' Par. 701. Cattle weighing less than 700 
pounds each, 272 cents- per pound; weighing 700 pounds or more each, 3 
cents per pound.' " 

Therefore, I was voting to reduce rates, which I did at other times 
whenever there was a vote as to a higher rate or a lower rate. I voted 
for a lower rate, but I do not consider that I was voting for a tariff. I 
simply had to vote as between two rates. 

On February 19, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, page 3915 as referred to in 
your letter, I voted "yea.'' See page 3914 where Senator HAYDEN said, 
" The purpose of the amendment is not to increase the price of dates to 
the American consumer, etc.'' I have great confidence in Senator HAY
DEN, and relying upon his statement I voted with him, and as I under
stand it yet, his statement is corre~t, and the amendment will not in-
crease the price of dates. · 

1 have stated on all occasions that I am absolutely opposed to all 
tariff and have so voted throughout the entire bill and against the bill 
ln its final passage. As I have already stated, there were times that we 
were compelled to vote as between a higher and a lower rate, and I 
voted for the lower rate; the only time that I varied from this was 
when the amendment was olfered to cut the rate of cement from 8 to 6. 
If you will see page 5976, March 24, CoNGB.ESSIONAL RECORD, you will 
see why I voted as I dld on that occasion. In this same speech you 
will see that l said, page 5975: "I have voted consistently against all 
tariffs. When I have had to vote as between rates, I have always voted 
for the lower ones-1 have not voted for any tari!I on any article." 

If yo~ desire to go further into the matter, if you will read my 
speeches on page 5975, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 24, and page 
5151, March 13, I think you will see that your article as to Senator 
SMITH was not correct; and, by the way, I notice an article in the 
Greenville News of recent date, written by Mr. Charles P. Stewart, 
giving an account of my position, which is uactly in accordance with 
what I am now writing to you. So I guess, after all, with you news
paper men, it is according to whose glasses you are looking through. 

In order to keep the record straight, I think you might appreciate my 
pointing out to you another error on your part. In your article you 
say in reference to Senator SMITH: 

" H~ has been here ·longer than any other South Carolina Senator, 
lncludmg Calhoun and Ben Tillman.'' 

The RECORD shows that to be erroneous. Tillman was sworn in 
March 4, 1895; died July 3, 1918; having served 23 years and 4 months. 
SMITH was sworn in March 4, 1909, and has served 21 years 1 month 
and 18 days to date. Should he live out his term, which I hope he 
will, your statement will be correct, he and Senator Tillman both 
having been elected for the same nnmber of terms-that is, four terms. 

I have no desire to have any publicity in this matter, but a number 
of my friends called my attention to it, and I wanted to call your 
attention to the matter, as you have done me an injustice by your 
article in my State. 

I am glad, of course, that you commend Senator SMITH, and under. 
no condition would I criticize his record, but in praising him it was not 
necessary to attempt to distort the facts as to myself and Senator 
Tillman. 

Very respectfully, 

Senator COLE. L. BLEASE~ 
Washington, D. 0. 

COLl!l. L. BLEASlll. 

NEA SEBVICE (INC.), 
Oleveland, Ohio, April !6~ 193(). 

DEAR SENATOR BLmASE: It is always salutary to have errors called to 
one's attention, so I appreciate fully the spirit behind your letter. 
.As long as you feel that my article on Senator SMITH and the tariff did 
you an injustice through my failure to state your own tariff record and 
your views on all tariffs, I shall be glad to state both. If the story 
on Senator SMITH had been written only for South Carolina news
papers, I should have done so in the first place. 

Cordially yours, 
RODNEY DUTCHEB~ 

Washington- Manager, NEA. 

Mr. DLE.ASE. .After this correspondence, to my surprise, I 
found the following article published in the Columbia (S. C.) 
Record, Friday, May 2, 1930 : 
BLEASE SAYS HE NEVER VOTED TO INCREASE TARIFF-cHALLENGES RODNEY 

DUTCHER ON SMITH ARTICLE IN COLUMBIA RECORD 
By Rodney Dutcher 

WASIDNGTON.-Well, somebody reads this stuff, anyway. And it 
turns out to be none other than the Hon. CoLE. L. BLEABE~ Senator 
from South Carolina, a fact which your correspondent acknowledges 
with pleased blushes. The mails brought this : 

"DEAR S.m.: I notice in the Columbia (S. C.) Record of Tuesday, April 
15, an article on the front page, signed by you, · in which you state, 
speaking of Senator E. D. SMITH, of South Carolina : ' He was the one 
Democratic Senator who refused to vote for an increased duty on any
thing.' 

"Will you please point out to me where I voted for any tariff on 
any article, either high or low? I will thank you for this information. 

"I shall withhold my reply in the Senate to this article in the 
Columbia Record for a reasonable time, awaiting your reply. 

" Yours respectfully, 
" COLE. L. BLEASE!' 

Subsequent mails carried this reply : 
"DEAR SENATOR BLEASE: The only information I have concerning 

your votes for tari!I increases is to be found on page 3867 of the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD for February 18 and on page 3915 of the CON
GRESSIONAL RECORD for February 19. It appears that you voted for the 
Connally amendment to raise the duty on hides and for the Hayden 
amendment to raise the duty on dates tn packages. Trusting that thi8 
is the inform a tlon desired. 

" Cordially yours, .. ------. 
Anyway, Senator BLEAs:m came within two votes of matching the 

record of Senator SM.ITH. 

WASHINGTON, D. c., May S, 19$0. 

EDITOR THl!l COLUMBIA RECORD, 
Oolumbia, B. a. 

DEAR Sm : In your issue of Friday, May 2, page 13, I find article · 
beaded "BLEASE Says He Never Voted to Increase Tariff." 

This article i.s so utterly -unfair that I am really surprised that you 
would publish it tn this form, for I certainly consider it libelous. Your 
correspondent withheld the truth. 

I am inclosing you copy of my letter to him, April 16; his reply, 
April 17 ; my reply to him, . April 23 ; and his reply to me, April 26 ; 
which I am requesting that you give the same prominence in your paper 
that you gave his two articles. 

I dislike to notice such " e.tuff," and so said in my letter of the 23d, on 
page 3 : " I have no desire to have any publicity in this matter, but a 
number of my friends called my attention to it, and I wanted to call 
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your attention to the matter, as you have done me an injustice by your 
article in my State." 

But since this article in your paper of May 2 I fe.el that this young 
man has acted so dirty in publishing only such parts of the c~rrespond
ence as he thinks will injure me that I must demand that you publish 
the full correspondence, and thereby partly cure the injustice which 
your paper has done both myself and Senator Tillman. 

Thanking you for your attention, I am, very respectfully, 
COLE. L. BLEASE. 

JUDGE JOHN J. PARKER 

1\fr. BLEASE. 1\fr. President, I ask to have printed in the 
Co 'QRE.SSIONAL RECORD certain newspaper editorials and clip
pings in reference to the rejection of the nomination of Judge 
Parker and the appointment of MI·. Roberts. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered . . 
The editorials and clippings are as follows: 

[From the Columbia (S. C.) State, Friday, May 9, 1930] 

THE REJECTION OF JUDGE PARKJlR 

Judge Parker stands rejected, but not discredited. Personal political 
interest of Senators is responsible for a substantial amount of the oppo
sition to him. Some Senators voted with their minds not so much occu
pied with Judge Parker as with their own political fences. That is 
not a happy thought, for the vote of Senators should be cast for higher 
purpose. However, it is easy for the politician to convince himself of 
his patriotism. 

A small change in the senatorial line-up would have made a large 
difference. The reversal of 1 vote would have made a tie-for the Vice 
President to break. . . 

We are glad the President successfully resisted the pressure to with
draw the nomination of Judge Parker and let the issue be fought out 
to the end. He believed he had nominated a man fully fit and qualified 
to be Justice of the Supreme Court, and he stood by that belief without 
compromise. Politicians in his party will have fears that be has hurt 
his party ; foolish partisans on the Democratic side will imagine some 
advantage has been ga,ined. But the party that can be hurt by the 
manly, conscientious stand of its head is a poor party. What an 
administration needs is confidence and respect, and if Hoover's adminis
tration fails in those respects it will not be because ~f Hoover but 
because of the domination of politicians in his party. 

[From the Columbia (S. C.) Record, Friday, May 9, 1930] 

JUDGE PARKER REJECTED 

Judge John J. Parker, of North Carolina, has been denied a seat on 
the Supreme Court Bench of the United States. A brilliant young jurist 
receives an adverse vote from the majority in the United States Senate. 
A man admired for his talents, beloved for his high character and his 
humanities ~Y all who know him is barred from advancement to a high 
position which he would have adorned. Supported warmly to the end 
by a part of the elements who began and continued their fight against 
him when his name was presented to the" greatest deliberative ( ?) body 
in the world " marks an incident with no precedent for more than a 
third of a century. 

Entirely within their rights, the American Federation of Labor and 
the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People doubt
less are congratulating themselves now. Maybe they will not do so 
hereafter. Opposition was not substantial. Extremes always bring 
reactions, sometimes far-reaching. 

Senators BoRAH and Nonms have weakened their influence. Their 
patriotism will be under suspicion of vote-getting qualities. There will 
be a cloud in the crystal of their fortunes. There seems to be little 
question but that "politics " in a sinister sense was at the bottom of 
it all. 

In the first place, Judge Parker was from the South. The South has 
not ceased to be something of a red-headed stepchild with a few in 
this great Nation, who still cast a lingering look behind. He had no 
strong powerful influences to back him and put him acrosl:!. 

For a time it appeared that the opposition had its hang-over from 
that which developed to Chief Justice Hughes. Possibly there was a 
remainder. These grounds are more substantial, however much there 
may be differences of opinion. It has its antecedents, though ·some
what obscure, in the decision of Chief Justice Marshall in 1801, Mar
bury against Madison, wherein for the first time the Supreme Court de
clared void any part of an act of Congress. It comes on down through 
the Dred· Scott decision and other cases which are construed by some 
as making the Supreme Court superior and not coordinate with Congress. 

There was some effort to make this what is termed to be a conflict 
between conservatism and liberalism as ground for opposition to Judge 
Parker. But the connection was so tenuous as to make it unreal. 

There was nothing in the rejection save those elements ·which poli
ticians fear. 

[From the Columbia (S. C.) Record, Friday, May 9, 1930] 

THROUGH A CRACKER'S EYES 

By Mark Ethridge 

(ED. NOTE.-The following comment upon current affairs was written 
by Mark Ethridge, managing editor of the Macon Telegraph, who - is a 
guest in Columbia this week. Mr. Ethridge writes editorials for the 
Telegraph, and while in Columbia is doing this column for the Record.) 

A SACRIFICE TO POLITICAL GODS 

The Senate defeat of confirmation for Judge John J. Parker means 
that the South will probably have no representation on the Supreme 
Court when Justice McReynolds, of Tennessee, retires this summer. 
The President was endeavoring, in the appointment of Judge Parker, to 
give that vast section which lies south of the Ohio River and east of 
California and embraces more than 20 States representation, but since 
so many southern Senators themselves voted against it, Mr. Hoover 
will now turn elsewhere, probably to Pennsylvania or Ohio. 

The failure of the South to keep its representation on the high court 
was not the most important aspect of the Parker case, however. That. 
was regrettable enough, but the disheartening phase of · the whole affair, 
which was not at all creditable to the country, was that it offered so 
much oppO?tunity for political maneuvering and hypocrisy and was 
accepted with so much alacrity by some of our Senators. 

Ostensibly, there were two concrete objections to Judge Parker: He 
had ~iven the Red Jacket mine case deciSion, in which he upheld the 
" yellow dog" contract-the contract which binds one who makes it not 
to join a labor union while it is etrective; and he bad said, in his 1920 
campaign for the governorship, that the negro was not ready to assume 
the burdens and responsibilities of government. Another group ad
vanced the intangible objection that Judge Parker's record was not good 
enough to entitle him to a Supreme Court appointment, and still another 
group professed to object to him upon the ground that the President 
had acted out of mere political consideration in giving him the appoint
ment. It was the first two objections that finally defeated Judge 
Parker; the combination of the objections of labor and the negroes. 

In sp.ite of the Red Jacket decision, there were good reasons why a 
friend of union labor could have voted for Judge Parker. It was con
tended by leading attorneys of the country that in giving a decision 
upholding the "yellow dog" contract Judge Parker had merely followed 
in the wake of the· Supreme Court, which had upheld the contracts in 
the Hitchman case. Judge Parker was from an inferior court; he was 
not 'at liberty to rule counter to the Supreme Court. Yet Senators who 
bad never before exhibited any great friendliness to union labor pro
fessed to be so shocked at the Red Jacket decision that they gave that 
as .a reason for voting against Judge Parker. The ironic thing about 
the whole affair was that these Senators who had suddenly become so 
frenzied in their ardor for labor had allowed the Sbipstead bill, which 
would restrict the use of injunction in labor disputes, to lie in commit
tee more than two years without any action. There was, therefore, a 
great measure of hypocrisy in the objection to judge Parker because 
of his·" yellow dog" decision. It never was developed to anybody's sat
isfaction that he was unfriendly to labor; he was used as a human sacri- 
fice by Senators who come up for reelection this year and two years 
hence to appease the labor gods. 

The objection because of his speech on the negro in the 1920 cam
paign was about as sincere. Judge Parker said the negro was not ready 
for the burdens and responsibilities of government. Senator GLENN, of 
Illinois; Senator ROBINSON, of Indiana; and others voted against him 
because of that. Yet their party, the Republican Party, bas used the 
negro as a political pawn. It bas herded negroes every four years like 
cattle and transported them to conventions and housed them together 
like prisoners and guarded them. It bas given them petty offices. It 
has allowed them to believe that they amounted to something in the 
Republican Party, .but it has never given them ,any dignified, honor
able ·position in the councils of the party. It has never allowed 
anybody to understand that it believed the negro fitted tor any posi
tion of great responsibility in government. Yet many of the Senators 
of that party voted against Judge< Parker because he put into words 
the traditional policy of the Republicans. Northern Democrats also 
voted against ;Judge Parker because of the negro vote back home. 
'l'hey knew wben they were doing it that they were practicing the 
hypocrisy of professing to believe that the negro should have respon
sibilities and privileges that their own party had denied to him through 
all the years. 

A great many southern Democrats voted against Judge Parker 
upon professedly higher grounds who were voting against him only 
for the reason that they did not desire to see the Republican Party 
built up in North Carolina. There could have been no other reason. 
'Ihese men had never been friendly to labor ; they have never been 
considerate of the negro politically. They accepted the cheapest of all 
grounds upon which to deny a man a place on the Supreme Bench-the 
ground of politics. 
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Frequ~ntly it was charged during the course of the debate that 

President Hoover had played politics in appointing Judge Parker, yet 
there was never a more shameful political game than that played by 
those Senators who voted against Judge Parker only because his con
firmation would strengthen the Republican Party in North Carolina. 

The affair was one of least creditable interludes in the history of the 
Senate. It offered so much opportunity for political honesty that was 
wasted. 

[From th.e Morning News, Florence, S. C., Saturday, May 10, 1930] 

Roberts of Pennsylvania bas been nominated by Mr. Hoover for the 
Supreme Bench. He is a Republican, bails from the center of northern 
negro political influence, comes from a section largely dominated by the 
labor vote, and will therefore be generally welcomed by southern Demo
crats, who opposed the confirmation of Judge Parker of North Carolina. 

[From the Columbia (S . .C.} Record, May 11, 1930] 

ANOTHER APPOINTMENT 
Owen J. Roberts, who has been appointed to the Supreme Court to 

fill the vacancy caused by the death of Justice Sanford-the vacancy 
deni d Judge Parker-is a Philadelphia lawyer of some distinction and 
of some success in the prosecution of the Government's oil lell.se cases. 
From the political standpoint, be possesses the virtue of being from 
Philadelphia, which is stanchly Republican. 

One of the objections to Judge Parker was that he was not a liberaL 
There is no evidence that Mr. Roberts is. The Senate liberals are 
reported to be pleased with Mr. Roberts's conduct of the oil cases, but 
Mr. Roberts did in those cases only what any able, reputable lawyer 
w~uld have done. Mr. Roberts has not expressed himself on the Negro 
in politics, which seems to be a requirement for eligibility to the Su
preme Court, but his State has no negro United States Senators or 
Governors or Congressmen or customs house inspectors or any other 
officers that would indicate that the Republicans valued their support. 

· From our standpoint, there is no objection to Mr. Roberts, just as 
there was no objection to Judge Parker. It is &imply another appoint
ment and it will likely be confirmed because its opposition will give 
the noble Senators no opportunity to demonstrate their great palpita
tions of ardor for the poor man. 

[From the Washington Post, Monday, May 12, 1930] 

MR. ROBERTS'S NOMINATION 

The so-called liberals who trembled for the security of huinan rights 
when Charles E. Hughes and John J. Parker were proposed fur the . 
Supreme Court Bench are singing a different tune in dealing with the 
nomination of Owen J. Roberts. While they acknowledge that be is as 
" .conservative " as either Chief Justice Hughes or Judge Parker, they 
~!xplain their failure to attack him by saying that he has a " flexible 
mind " and is " open tQ conviction.' 

- No combination of disgruntled factions has been formed to defeat Mr. 
Roberts. A few vote may be cast against his confirmation, but it seems 
probable that he will be confirmed by a large vote. The suggestion that 
be might be opposed by fanatical drys seems to be without basis of fact. 
He holds the same opinion in regard to the eighteenth amendment as 
that held by Senator BORAH; but even if they differed, Mr. BORAH bas 
no stomach for a fight against Mr. Roberts. The public condemnation 
of the unjust attack upon Judge Parker is still ringing in the country e 
press. The Senators who defeated Judge Parker have their action to 
explain to their constituencies, and evidently they are not eager to add to 
their troubles by making another attempt to sacrifice an honorable man. 

The nomination of Mr. Roberts has been hailed with approval through
out the country. The press reflects public opinion by avoiding parti
sanship in ·duscussing Mr. Roberts. The fact that he is a Republican 
is not objectionable to the Democratic press, since it is borne in mind 
that he is appointed to succeed a Republican. President Hoover is 
fully expected to name a Democratic Justice in due season, and if be 
should be called upon to fill more vacancies it can not be doubted that 
he will avoid partisanship. 

The Senate can do much to reestablish itself In public esteem by 
promptly confirming Mr. Roberts. Senators who find it impossible to 
vote for him can state their side of the case without mud slinging. 
The people have been disgusted by sonie of the speeches made against 
Chief Justice Hughes and Judge Parker and have rightly interpreted 
these speeches as reckless and repre~nsible assaults upon the judiciary 
it elf. Senators should have kept themselves above such tactics. They 
merely damaged themselves by descending to misrepresentation and 
abuse. They will find it difficult to regain the public respect that they 
have forfeited. The President wisely refrained from public c1iticism 
of the e Senators, and in turn has increased public confidence in his 
steadfastness and prudence. As for the Supreme Court, it remains proof 
against all assaults by politicians, secure in the esteem of the people. 
Judge Parker, the victim of vile abuse and injustice, has played the 
part of a man. He has more friends and admire1·s than ever before. 

[From the Washington Post, Sunday, May 11, 1930] 
NOMINEE CALLED DRY A~IENDMlilNT ABSURD--ROBERTS, Pol 1923 SPEl:CH, 

QUOTED AS CHARACTERIZir G PROHffiiTION CLAUSE IN Co. STITUTION AS 
" HEIGHT OF TINKERING n WITH GREAT CHARTER 
N:mw YORK, May 10 (N. Y. W. N. S.).-Owen J. Roberts, nominee for 

Associate Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States, did char
acterize the insertion of the prohibition amendment into the Constitu
tion as "the height of absurdities in governmental regulation" in the 
1923 speech which has caused discussion in the United States Senate. 
He specifically said he was speaking neither for nor again t pro-
hibition. · 

The New York World News Service has obtained a copy of the speech 
from the files of the American Bankers Association. It was delivered 
at the annual dinner of the trust companies of America. 

In general, Mr. Roberts's speech was a strong criticism of " too much 
government." His specific remarks on the subject of prohibition were : 

" I want to stop just a moment to touch upon a subject upon which 
I fear I may be misunderstood. I hold no brief either for or against 
prohibition. Let that be understood. But I do hold a brief for this 
proposition, gentlemen: That the height of all absurdities of govern- ' 
mental regulation and tinkering was reached when "a police statute was 
written into that great charter of our liberties, the Constitution of the 
Uitited States. [Applause .. ] 

"If you are going to write sumptuary statutes and police regulations 
into that great instrument, you have drawn it down to the level of a 
city ordinance. 

" That, it seems to me, is the height and last of. all the absurdities. 
I am not speaking as to whether prohibition is a good thing or. a bad 
thing. I am merely saying what I hope some of you don't think-that 
I feel about this prohibition that we have got, as some men feel about 
the liquor they are buying, that it is a good thing to have but it costs 
too great a price." [Laughter.] 

After reviewing · the history of the Government in another part of 
his speech Mr. Roberts said the drift in government now is contrary t(} 
t~e theories held by the national founders and forefathers. Along this 
line he said : 

" Their view was that government which governed least was the best 
government, and under that doctrine our legislators had mighty little 
to do in the first half of our history, except to protect the individu:ll in 
his individual rights. The theory was the protection of the minorHy, 
even if that minority numbered only one individual." 

Mr. Roberts then said that the change toward more governmental 
regulation is having its worst effect on business, citing railroad regula: 
tion as an example. 

"Noisy minorities are running to the legislators every year for Gov
ernment and State regulation of all sorts of busine s with which the 
Government properly has no concern whatsoever," he said. 

" Have we reached the limit, I wonder? I know this: That we have 
about reached the limit which the frame of government we have will 
bear. Our Government wa& never intended to develop economic situa
tions and is not fitted for it. 

" It is intended to defend the personal libertie of the citizens, and . 
that takes no complicated machine. But see what they have loaded 
upon the poor chassis of our Government. Everywhere you turn, judicial 
and semijudicial administrative commissions, investigating bodies, in
spectors of every known variety. The result is that the bu iness man 
in America to-day feels he is doing business with a mlniou of the Go~
ernment looking over his shoulder with an upraised arm and threatening 
scowl." 

EXCERPT FRO f ADDRESS OF WILLIAM HARD, 'MADE OVER THE NATIONAL 
BROADCASTING Co. SYSTEM ON WllDNESDAY, APRIL 30, FROM 6.30 TO 
6.45 O'CLOCK P. M. EASTERN STANDARD T:lMI} 

Nevertheless, from the strictly political point of view, the attack upon 
Judge Parker has muddy results. Although a Republican, he is a 
southerner and be will attract in the Senate a certain strong Demo
cratic southern support. lle will not be an issue over which 1be 
Democratic Party will gloat in its next national convention. 

Additionally, and more generally, the last two national e}ection 
have shown that criticism, even of the morals of the party in power, 
is not an assured pavement to national political victory. The Repub
lican postwar scandals in the Interior Depar'tment, in the naval oil 
reserves, in the Department of Justice, in the Veterans' Bureau, in the 
Alien Property Custodian's office, grievous as they were, did not suffice 
to turn the Republicans out and to put the Democrats in. They proveu 
that the moral infamy of individual members of a party can le;;lve that 
party still intact and triumphant. ·In an understanding of this truth 
lies the deepest wisdom of the Labor Party in Great Britain. I have 
for many years noted in London that the British Labor Party pays 
relatively no attention to the scandals, which are reasonably numerou ·, 
of the Consei:Vative and Liberal Parties but devotes itself to the formu
lation of labor policies which will make tbe policies of tbe Conservative 
and Liberal Partjes seem bankrupt for the public national good. In 
other words, the Labor Party in Great Britain as ails not some erring 
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individUal members of the other parties but the other parties them
selves; and it arrives at that end principally by striving to outstrip the 
other parties in policies directed~ toward British revival and progress. 
It ·Is through that sort of impersonal politics, the politics of issues, 
the politics of programs, that the British Labor Party: has arrived at 
the headship of the British Empire. 

[Excerpt from address of Ron. CoLE. L. BLEASE, of South Carolina, in 
the Senate of the United States, Thursday, January 3, 1929, CoNGRES
SlONAL RECORD, pp. 1043-:W44] 

There has been for orne time much discussion as to the sale of post 
offices in ·my State. I have, when nominations were sent in, requested 
from an appointee an affidavit that he or she has not paid or promised 
to pay any amount to any person or persons for their influence or sup
port in securing said position, and unless such 'affidavit was filed with 
me I have d'eclined• to 'allow the party to be confirmed, save in one in
stance, at the home post office of the senior Senator from my State. 

I now have in my possesion these affidavits, and if any person has 
been confirmed and there is an)' proof anywhere that he bas committed 
perjury in making these affidavits, any person knowing of the facts can 
prosecute and convict him for perjury in South Carolina. • • • 

I do not think it is right to reflect upon others because some one is 
after one man only. I have no objection to Mr. Hoover kicking Tolbert 
out. I have. no objection to his putting some one else in charge, because 
he is going to do that exact thing, of course. It is not Tolbert who is 
at fault. It is the Republican Party that is collecting this money, and 
Tolbert is simply their tool. Why deceive men whose appointments are 
being held up in the Senate and not being confirmed? Why should 
their confirmations be held up when there is not a single particle of 
proof that they have done anything wrong? . If there is a postmaster 
In the State of South Carolina who bas given or received any money for 
any wrongful purpose, I will guarantee the Senate, if they will furnish 
me the proof, that i will put him in the penitentiary. I will guarantee 
that if they will show me that Joe Tolbert himself personally bas wrong
fully accepted a dollar, I will put Joe Tolbert in the penitentiary. 

I do not believe in saying to the postmastet·s of South Carolina gen
erally, " You shall not be confirmed because of the fact that somebody 
says there is some charge of corruption." Let us have the facts. Let 
us have the report. If anyone is guilty let us prosecute him. If there 
is no one guilty, then quit slurring my State by saying that we have a 
wholesale jobbing of post offices going on, which I know is not true, 
unless it be by the authority of the Republican Party. Tolbert might 
be guilty of it, but there are postmasters in South Carolina and good 
ones, who would not submit to being bought or sold under any circum
stances. They may contribute to the party, but they do not purchase 
any one man. 

Let us have the facts as they are and expGse the guilty and remove 
the insinuation from those who are not involved in the scandal. Money 
is paid, but who gets it; let us know. 

TARIFF RATES ON LU?.I.BER Al'\D SHINGLES 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, I am in receipt of a telegram 
from the State of Washington, which I ask may be read at the 
des~. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the clerk will 
read, as requested. 

The telegram was .read and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows : 

OLYMPIA, WASH., May10, 1930. 
Ron. WESLEY L. JONES, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. C. : 
During the Senate committee tariff hearings on the lumber schedules 

it was clearly brought out and is confirmed by the recent report of the 
Tariff Commission to President Coolidge that imported lumber, and 
particularly shingles coming from British Columbia, were the product 
of labor 35 to 40 per cent oriental. The historic protective policy of the 
Republican Party was primarily designed to protect the American manu
facturer and workman from these exact conditions, and in denying a 
duty under the pending tariff bill of logs, shingles, and lumber are we 
to understand that the Republican Party in power and the administra
tion in " 'ashington are in favor of a busy Hindu or Chinaman in Can
ada and an idle American workman in Washington or Oregon? This is 
exactly the issue and we demand a roll call in the House and Senate 
when the subject comes up for final consideration. Let us see who 
favors the Chinese under these conditions. During the Fordney tariff 
50 per cent of the shingle industry has migrated to Canada, and unless 
·now stopped by protective features in the present law the entire indus
try in the Pacific Northwest will be lost within a few years, a condition 
and not a theory. In Washington, D. C., this may be an incident; in 
Washington State a disaster. Please transmit copies to all Republican 
Members of Congress. 

ROLAND H. HARTLEY, 
Governor of Washington. 

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, I have in my possession a 
letter wntten on behalf of Ameriea's Wage Earners Protective 

Conference disclosing the earnest support of that organization 
and of the American Federation of Labor of a duty upon soft
wood. The letter relates to the matter referred to in the tele
gram just r ead and has never heretofore been introduced in the 
RECORD. I ask unanimous consent that this letter may be 
printed in the RECORD at this point. 

There being no objection, the letter was ordered ·to lie on the 
table and to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

AMERICA's WAGE EARNERS PROTECTIVE CONFERENCE, 
New York City, April 8, 1930. 

Ron. FREDERICK STEIWER, 
United States Senate, Wa8hingtcm; D. C. 

HoNORABLE SrR : On behalf of the workers employed in the lumber 
industry affiliated with the American Federation of Labor, we urge that 
you make known to the Members of Congress our appeal for the adop
tion of a protective tariff duty on lumber which will safeguard the 
employment opportunities of American wage earners. 

The petition for tariff protection which the workers employed in the 
lumber industry have asked for has the unanimous support and ap
proval of the American Federation of Labor, as indicated by the follow
ing resolution unanimously adopted at the forty-ninth annual convention 
held October, 1929 : 

" Whereas for the past seven years the lumber and shingle manu
facturing trades in the United States have suffered a continuous depres
sion; and 

" Whereas it is a well-known fact that this depression is caused by 
insurmountable foreign competition employing oriental labot·, British 
Columbia using about 50 per cent of orientals in its timber industry; 
and 

" Whereas organized labor has already gone on record favoring a 
tariff for the protection of the shingle industry : Therefore be it 

"Resolved, That the American Federation of Labor, in forty-ninth 
annual convention assembled, hereby go on record as fa, oring a protec
tive tariff on all logs, lumber, and shingles to protect American labor 
and furnish continuous employment to those employed in forest trades." 

This resolution was unanimously adopted. At the time this resolution 
was adopted organized labor was not aware of the conditions under . 
which lumber is being manufactured in Soviet Russia, which lumber is 
being shipped to the United States. During the last few months our 
attention has been called to the fact that, in the production of lumber 
in Soviet Russia, the workers are forced to produce quantities of lumber 
under penalty of being refused ration tickets, which they must have in 
order to secure the necessary food to live if they do not comply. Then, 
too, the production of lumber in Soviet Russia being under monopolistic 
control, this lumber can be dumped into the American market without 
regard to the cost of production or costs of distribution. This is 
already happening in the coal industry, to the great detriment of t he 
American coal miners. , 

The products of American labor can not compete with the products 
of oriental Hfndus and coolies, nor can they compete with the products 
of forced labor without adequate tariff protectio~. 'l'he products of 
free labor can not successfully compete with the products of slave labor , 
and forced labor is but another name for slave labor. 

American workers realize that when workers engaged in the lumber 
industry are unable to secure profitable employment in that industry they 
a r e forced, in order to live, to migrate to the larger cities of our country 
where already there are hundreds of thousands of American workers 
unable to secure employment. 

The American workers engaged in the lumber industry are in a des
perate condition, and unless you can prevail upon Congress to grant to 
the products of these workers adequate tariff protection, we believe that 
they will be justified in questioning the honesty of tariff legislation 
which sets forth as one of its purposes, "To protect American labor." 

Tat•iff legislation, enacted in the name of American workers, "To 
protect American labor," which places the products of American labor 
in competition with ·the products of forced or slave labor and orientals, 
coolies, and Hindus, without adequate tariff protection, is a misnomer 
and we realize that the workers engaged in the lumber industry will 
ask that such a tariff bill be defeated. 

We sincerely trust that you will be able to successfully prevail upon 
the Congress to grant to the products of the workers in the American 
lumber industry the tariff protection which they must have if these 
American workers are to be able to obtain profitable employment at their 
trade in America. 

Sincerely yours, 
MATTHEW WOLL, President. 

PROF. FELIX FRANKFURTER. E!XPLAIN•S HIS RECORD 

1\fr. WALSH of Massachusett . 1\fr. President, during the 
debate on the confirmation of .Judge Parker the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. FEBs] made some reference to Prof. Felix Frank
furter, a member of the faculty of the law school of Harvard 
University. The Senator from Ohio said during the course of 
his remarks : 
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Then there is Prof. Felix Frankfurter, member of the national legal 

committee, well-known defender of revolutionary radicals, denounced 
by the late President Roosevelt as "engaged in excusing men preciselY 
like the Bolsbeviki in Russia, who are murderers and encouragers of 
murder "-that is the language of Colonel Roosevelt-and others along 
that line. 

Professor Frankfurter has written me a letter with reference 
to the statement made by the Senator from Ohio which I have 
quoted, and has also sent me a copy of the letter which he re
ceived from President Roosevelt and his reply to that letter. In 
justice to Professor Frankfurter I ask that the letters may be 
inserted in the REcoRD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The letters referred to are as follows : · 

Hon. DAVID I. WALSH. 

LAW SCHOOL OF Il.ARVABD UNIVERSITY, 

Cambridge, JlaHs., Jlay 9, 1930. 

MY DEAR SENATOR WALSH: I note from the CONORESSIONAL RECORD 
of Tuesday, May 6, that Senator FESS, screening behind his parliamen
tary privilege, has made of himself the vehicle for exploiting once more 
the slanderous nonsense contained in the now discredited Lusk com
mittee report. 

Speaking of me on page 8435 of the RECORD, Senator FEss quotes a 
phrase taken from a letter of Colonel Roosevelt to me, without men
tioning the context of the letter, its subject matter, or the nature of my 
reply. It occurs to me that in view of this unjustifiable performance 
of Senator FESs, you might deem it appropriate to put in the RECORD 
the correspondence between Colonel Roosevelt and me, which will put 
Senator FESS1S quotation in its proper setting. 

This correspondence, as you doubtless know, grew out of the report 
of President Wilson's Mediation Commission, or which I was counsel, · 
in regard to tbe Bisbee deportations and the Mooney case. I inclose 
herewith copies of the correspondence for such use as you may deem 
appropriate. Colonel Roosevelt's Jetter bas been widely published from 
time to time, but my reply bas seen the light of day only in the Boston 
Transcript for April 29, 1927. Its publication was in reply to the pub
lication of the Roosevelt letter in the Transcript the day before. 

Sincerely youl's, 
FELIX FRANKFURTER. 

DECEMBER 19, 1917. 
MY DEAR MR. FRANKFURTJlR: I thank you for your frank letter. 

answer it at length because you have taken, and are taking, on behalf 
of the administration an attitude which seems to me to be funda
mentally that of Trotsky and the other Bolshevik! leaders in Russia; an 
attitude which may be fraught with mischief to this country. 

As for the conduct of the tlial, it seems to me that Judge Dunne's 
statement, which I quoted in my published letter, covers it. I have 
not been able to find anyone who seriously questions Judge Dunne's 
character, judicial fitness, and ability or standing. Moreovei<, it seems 
to me that your own letter makes it perfectly plain that the move
ment for the recall of Fickert was due primarily not in the least to any 
real or general feeling as to alleged shortcomings on his part but to 
what I can only call the Bolshevlki sentiment. The other accusations 
against him were mere camoutlage. The assault was made upon him 
because be had attacked the murderous element, the dynamite and 
anarchy group, of labor agitators. The movement against him was 
essentially similar to the movements on behalf of the McNamaras and 
on behalf of Moyer and Hayward. Some of the correspondents who 
attacked me frankly stated that they were for Mooney and Billings 
just as they bad been for the McNamaras and for Moyer and Hayward. 
In view of Judge Dunne's statement it is perfectly clear that even if 
Judge Dunne is in error in his belief as to the trial being straight and 
proper, it was an error into which entirely honest men could fall. 

But the question of granting a retrial is one thing. The question 
of the recall is entirely distinct. IDven if a retrial were proper, this 
would not in the least justify a recall any more than a single grave 
error on your part would justify your impeachment or the impeachment 
of President Wilson for appointing you. Fremont Older and the 
I. W. W. and the "direct action" anarchists and apologists for 
anarchy are never concerned for justice. They are concerned solely in 
seeking one kind of criminal-escape justice. The guiding spirits in the 
movement for the recall of Fickert cared not a rap whether or not 
Mooney and Billings were guilty ; probably they believed them guilty; 
all they were concerned with was seeing a rebuke administered to 
and an evil lesson taught all public officials who might take action 
against crimes of violence committed by anarchists in the name of some 
foul and violent " protest against social conditions." Murder is murder; 
and it is rather more evil and not less evil when committed in the name 
of a profe sed social movement. It was no mere accident; it was the 
natural sequence of cause and effect that the agitation for the recall 
of Fickert, because he had fearlessly prosecuted the dynamiters (and, 
of course, no human being doubts that Billings and Mooney were in 
some shape or other privy to the outrage) should have been accom
panied by the dynamite outrage at the governor's mansion. The re-

actionaries have in the past been a great menace to this Republic; but 
at this moment it is the I. W. W., the Germanized socialists, the 
anarchists, the foolish creatures who always protest against tile sup
pression of crime, the pacifists and the like, under the lead of the 
Hearsts and La Follettes and Bergers and Hillquists, the Fremont 
Olders and Amos Pinchots and Rudolph Spreckles, who are the really 
grave danger. These are the Bolsh'eviki of America ; and the Bolshe
vikis are just as bad as the Romanolfs, and are at the moment a greater 
menace to orderly freedom. Robesplerre and Danton and Marat and 
Hebert were just as evil as the worst ty•ants of the old rt'lgime, and 
from 1791 to 1794 they were the most dangerous enemies to liberty that 
the world contained. When you, as representing President Wilson. find 
yourself obliged to champion men of this stamp, you ought by unequiv0 • 

cal affirmative action to make it evident that you are sternly against 
their general and habitual line ot conduct. 

I have just received your report on the Bisbee deportation. One or 
the prominent leaders in that deportation was my old friend Jack 
Greenway, who has just been commissioned a major in the Army .bY 
President Wilson. Your report is as thoroughly misleading a docu
ment as could be written on the subject. No official, writing on behalf 
of the President, is to be excused for failure to know nnd clearly to 
set forth that the I. W. W. is a criminal organization. To ignore the 
fact that a movement such as its members . made into Bisbee is made 
with criminal intent is precisely as foolish as for a New ,York police
man to ignore the fact that when the Wbyo gang assembles with guns 
and knives it is with criminal intent. The President is not to be excused 
if be ignores this fact, for, of couse, be knows all about it. No human 
being in his senses doubts that the men deported from Bisbee were 
bent on destruction and murder. If the President, through you or 
anyone else, had any right to look into the matter, this very fact shows 
that be had bee:'l remiss in his clear duty to provide against the very 
grave danger in advance. When no efficient means are employed to 
guard honest, upright, and well-behaved citizens from the most brutal 
kind of lawlessness, it is inevitable that these citizens shall try to 
protect themselves; this is as true when the President fails to do his 
duty about the I. W. W. as when the police fail to do their duty about 
gangs like the Whyo gang; and when either the President or the police, 
personally or by representative, rebuke the men who defend tbe.mselves 
from criminal assault it is necessary sharply to point out that far 
heavier blame attaches to the authorities who- fail to give the needed 
protection and to the investigators who fail to point out the criminal 
character of the anarchistic organization against which the decent citi
zens have taken action. Here, again, you are engaged in excusing men 
precisely like the Bolshevik! in Russia, who are murderers and encour
agers of murder, who are traitors to their allies, to democracy, and to 
civilization, as well as to the United States, and whose acts are never
theless apologized for on grounds, my dear Mr. Frankfurter, substan
tially lik~ those which you allege. In times of danger nothing is more 
common and nothing more dangerous to the Republic than for men
often ordinarily well-meaning men-to avoid condemning the criminals 
who are really public enemies by makipg their entire assault on the 
shortcomings of the good citizens who have been the victims or op
ponents of the criminals. This was. done not only by Danton and 
Robespierre but by many of their ordinarily honest associates in con
nection with, for instance, the " September massacres." It is not the 
kind of thing I care to see well-meaning men do in this country. 

Sincerely yours, 
THEODORE ROOSiiiVELT. 

Mr. F_ELIX FRANKFURTER. 

THE FRANKFURTER REPLY TO THE ROOSEVELT LETTER 

In answer to Theodore Roosevelt's letter which bitterly criticized 
Prof. Felix Frankfurter for his activity in the Mooney dynamiting case 
in California and the Bisbee deportations in Arizona-a letter printed 
in Wednesday's Transcript-Mr. Frankfurter wrote as follows to 
Colonel Roosevelt : 

"1\fy DEAR COLOXRL ROOSEVELT: Your letter came while I was still 
in the West and so has been delayed in acknowledgment. 

"You are good enough to write me at length about the Fickert recall 
and the Bisbee deportations because you conceived that they involve 
issues of important relevance to the effective prosecution of the war 
and the purposes to which that war is dedicated. I agree that the 
effective prosecution of the war and the uncompromising' adherence to 
the aims for which this war is pursued by us embody the true test of 
all judgment and action these days. It is important, therefore, not to 
confound issues, to be sure-footed in our knowledge of facts and in 
our discernment of what really afl'ects the national well-being. It io 
as important vigorously to promote patriotic purposes as it is to prevent 
ignorance or selfishness or prejudice from using the disguise of patriot
ism for ends alien to the national interest. 

"(1) You refer to a letter of mine to you about the Fickert recall. I as
sume you mean the telegram I sent to Buckner, in which I asked him tl) 
say to you that the Fickert recall was not a battle between the forces of 
darkness and the -forces of light, between anarchy and patriotism, but that 
it wa~ complicated by a variety of local issues which I assumed were for-
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elgn to your interest as well as to your knowledge. I did not express, for 
I did not have and do not have, an opinion on the merits of that recall. 
It was strictly a local issue, a concern to the people of San Francisco, 
but of no concern to an outsider. Stanch friends of yours in San 
Francisco, people moved by the war as much as you or I, interpreted 
the recall issue not at all as you have been led to interpret it. So 
I was led to send word to you through Buckner, not in any wise because 
I was opposed to Fickert or favored his recall or had any views on 
that subject, but because my sense of your significance was disturbed 
that you should be led to intervene in a petty local fight having n.:> 
national significance at au. I felt then and feel now that fictitious use 
was made of you by selfish and extreme people on both sides of the 
fight or by uninformed outsiders. I am sure that you have no more ae
votcd and no wiser friend on the coast than Chester Rowell. The v\ews 
I wired to Buckner, the views that I give expression to here, are pre
cisely the line of thought that Rowell and I reached. I believe he so 
advised you. In so far as you assume I entertained opinions on th~ 
merits of the recall you attribute views to me which I never enter
tained. This it is that mallfs me feel that you may have had in 
mind the letter of another correspondent in writing ·me. 

"One of the things that tbe commission to which I was attached was 
charged with studying was the Mooney cases. By this time, of course, 
you !mow that the attention of . this Government and of this country 
was directed to tbe Mooney cases, of the alleged perversion of justice 
in these cases, through Russia. Tbe circumstances surrounding those 
persecutions were among the strongest of certain incidents involving 
our national life which were made the basis of prejudicial propaganda 
against us in Russia. In a word, it affected the unity of our Russian 
ally and the relation of Russia to this country. Therefore, the quiet 
informal investigation which we actually undertook was justified by the 
highest consideration of the effective conduct of the war. The chief 
share in the investigation of the situation naturally ·fell to me, as the 
lawyer of .the commission. I think if you knew all the facts, I think 
if you inquired of those ~ho see fairly, and without blind passion, in 
San Francisco, you would find that I pursued the inquiry in a thorough
going, judicial, and, if I may say so, sensible way. The result of this 
investigation is not yet known, for we have not yet rendered a report to 
the President, nor even written it. I am sure even as to the proper dis
position of the Mooney cases-which I insist is wholly apart from the 
wisdom of your participating in the recall fight in San Francisco-you 
and I, if we sat down to talk it over, would not disagree. 

" (2) The Bisbee deportations took place while I was abroad. I did 
not even read the contemporaneous news stories about them. I can 
fairly say that when I started for Arizona late in September my mind 
was wholly free from an opinion in · regard to these deportations. I 
bad heard strong views of condemnation ; I had also heard an explana
tion highly sympathetic to those who engaged in the deportations. I 
began to study the facts and circumstances on the ground with the 
same conscientious purpose to ascertain the facts, and nothing but the 
facts, as that which I pursued when associated with Stimson in the 
Morse, Sugar Frauds, and other cases. Not only with the same 
conscientious purpose but I am sure also with the same ability to 
ascertain and weigh facts impartially, which by training and tempera
ment is part of my very professionaf equipment. What is set down in 
the report to which my name is signed is truth, the truth painstajdngly 
pursued, sifted and tested on the spot, seeking to vindicate neither a 
preconceived theory nor influenced by any personal attachment. If 
there be any inaccuracy in the document, the inaccuracy is in under
statement of the total want of justification on the part of those who 
participated in the deportations. This is not to say that those who 
participated were not impelled by patriotic purposes, that they were 
not sincere men. The report, on the contrary, attributes sincerity of 
purpose to these men. But surely sincerity; that is, the consciousness 
of a good purpose, not ihfrequently is the attendant of action unjust and 
evil in its results. I know you know Jack Greenway. I knew you 
knew him and I knew your great belief in him when I pursued the 
inquiry and legitimately had it in mind in trying to understand the 
situation and reach a just judgment in regard to the conduct of men 
like Jack Greenway. Surely, however, it is not a law of necessity that 
whatever Jack Greenway does is right. 

" I submit it is not fair to you1· own standards of impartial justice, 
to your characteristic of being open-minded to facts, for you, some 3,000 
miles away from the scene of action, away b·om an intimate study of the 
facts-the circumstances, the personnel, the industrial conflict, a great 
complex of elements which resulted in the deportations-! say it is not 
fair for you to pass judgment upon the deportations just on Jack Green
way's say-so, to brush aside the conclusi<ms of a trained and impartial 
investigator whose desire and ability to obtain the truth you have here
tofore had many occasions never to find wanting. Affection must not 
take the place of impartial investigation. Unproved dogmatism such as 
the statement ' no human being in his senses doubts that the men 
dP.ported from Bisbee were bent on destruction and murder' must yield 
to evidence disproving such d..ogmatism. When opportunity offers I 
should like to go over with you in detail the whole industrial sitna1;ion 
in Arizona and to make you realize the clash of economic forces that are 
at stake, make you realize the long, persistent, and organized opposition 

to 'social justice,' to the establishment · of machinery for the attainment 
of such justice, which culminated in strikes in the Arizona copper dis
tricts last year. · It is easy to disregard economic abuses, to insist on 
the exercise of autocratic power by raising the false cry of 'disloyalty.' 
It is too easy. If you had _traveled through the Southwest and the 
Northwest as I have the last few months and bad come into intimate 
contact with what is going on beneath the surfaces, studied the forces 
that arE) gathering in the industrial world of the United States, I am 
sure you . would feel, as I feel, that but for an almost negligible per cent 
all labor is patriotic, is devoted to the purposes of the war and its 
prosecution, but that there are industrial conditions which demand 
remedy, and quick remedy, that the masses insist upon an increasing 
share in determining the conditions of their lives. It we do not bestir 
ourselves to rectify grave and accumulating evils we shall find the dis
integrating forces in our country gaining ground. 

"May I commend to you the recent reports made to Lloyd George by 
the commissions of inquiry into industrial unrest in England? I am 
taking the liberty of sending you a copy of those reports under separate 
cover. I should like to call your attention particularly to the report of 
the commission for tbe northwest area headed by His Honor Judge 
Parry. What they say of England is true of this country, namely, that 
we need a new set of ideas as to industrial relationships, and that un
corrected industrial grievances are the most fertile soil for extreme 
propaganda. 

" More~ver, many of the extreme men approached us in u kindly 
spirit and stated their views with reasonable moderation. They made 
a great point of their loyalty to the country and repelled openly and 
with indignation the suggestion which they said had been made against 
them that ' they were bought with Prussian gold.' Still, the causes of 
unrest, as we have shown, are serious, and the Government should 
without delay do something very clear and evident on entirely different 
lines to the way in which things have been allowed to drift on in the 
past to show the people that they are in earnest in shouldering their 
responsibility. If not, the Government will only assist the extreme 
men by leaving inflammable ~aterial to their hand and they will lose 
support of the large body of moderate, sensible workingmen who feel 
that they have been deserted, and thus even these men may in time 
become adherents of a wild cause in which at present they have no real 
belief • • We think that what is driving many well-meaning en
thusiasts into very extreme propaganda is the hopeless feeling that they 
have no place or voice in the management of the work they are doing, 
and that the only way in which they can assert their knowledge and 
individuality is by promoting disorder and thereby calling attention of 
the authorities to things which all reasonable men agree are wrong. 

• • • • 
" Surely you must know what a great sadness it is for me to find 

disagreement between us on important issues. I speak from the heart. 
Personal considerations, however, must sink into indifference these days. 
But there is a great public interest at stake. You are one of the 
few great sources of national leadership and inspiration for national 
endeavor. I do not want to see that asset made ill use of. I do not 
want to have your generosity played upon by local or personal interests. 
I want your great strength left unimpaired and undiverted for the 
Nation to which you belong. 

" Faithfully yours, 
" FELlX FRANKFURTER. 

'' Col. THEODORE ROOSEVELT." 

COURT DECISION IN WHlTEBIRD 'V. EAGLE-PICHER LEAD CO. 

Mr. THOl\IAS of Oklahoma. 1\Ir. President, I ask unanimous 
consent to have printed in the RECORD a copy of the decision of 
the United States Chcuit Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit 
in the case of Flora Whitebird et al. against Eagle-Picher Lead 
Co. This is a decision which has to do with the Indian 
administration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection. it is so ordered. 
The decision is as follows: 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS, TENTH CIRCUIT 

No. 130--February term, 1930 
FLORA WHITEBIRD ET AL., APPELLANTS, V. THE EAGLE-PICHER LEAD CO. ET 

AL., APPELLEES, APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR 

THE ~ORTHERN DISTRICT OF OKLAHOMA 

(April 4, 1930) 

Mr. C. B. Ames (Mr. M. A. Whipple and M1·. B. A. Ames were with 
him on the brief), for appellants. 

Mr. Atlee Pomerene and Mr. A. E. Spencer (Mr. A. C. Wallace and 
Squire, Sanders & Dempsey were w.ith them on the brief), for appellees, 
tbe Eagle-Picher Lead Co., Underwriters Land Co., Consolidated Lead & 
Zinc Co., and Cortez-King Brand Mines Co. 

Mr. Vern E. Thompson filed brief for appellees, Childress Lead & 
Zinc Co., Black Eagle Mining Co., Frank Childress, trustee, Lihme Zinc 
Co., Commonwealth Mining Co., and Whitebird Mining Co. 

Before Lewis, Phillips, and McDermott, circuit judges. 
Pblllips, circuit judge, delivere.d the opinion of the court:. 
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The appellants brought this suit to cancel three mining leases made 

on August 1, 1022, by Albert B. F all as Secretary of the Interior, in 
behalf of the appella nts, to the Eagle-Picher Lead Co., a corporation. 
'.rwo grounds fo r relief are set up: First, that the leases were obtained 
through fraud and for a grossly inadequate consideration. Second, that 
the leases were not signed by appellants and that the Secretary of the 
Interior was without authority to sign or cause their names to be 
signed thereto. 

The trial court found against the appellants on the issue of fraud 
and held that, under the provisions of section 26 of the act of March 3, 
1921 ( 41 Stat. 1225-1248), the Secretary of the Interior was author
ized to make the leases for and in behalf of the appellants. 

I. THE CHABGE OF FRAUD 

There was no direct evidence in support of tbe charge of fraud. The 
facts, upon which the appellants rely to support inferences of fraud, 
are these: 

On September 26, 1896, allotments of 200 acres each were made to 
Eudora Whitebird, Mary Whitebird, and Joseph Whitebird, who were 
full-blood members of the Quapaw Tribe of Indians. Appellants are all 
of the heirs at law of such original allottees and are also members of 
the Quapaw Tribe of Indians. 

In 1912, S. C. Fullerton and <korge W. Beck, jr., acquired leases on 
such allotments from the ancestors of appellants and leases on lands 
adjacent thereto from other Quapaw Indians for lead and zinc mining 
purposes, each for a term of 10 years and at a royalty of 5 per cent. 

In October, 1913, Fullerton subleased the lands embraced within the 
Wbitebird allotments to tlie Eagle-Picher Co. at a royalty of 12% per 
cent. During the years 1915 and 1916 the Eagle-Picher Co. developed 
lead and zinc ores thereon and commenced mining such ores. After the 
commencement of the World War, because of the greatly increased de
mand for lead and zinc, the Eagle-Picher Co. subleased to each of 27 
mining companies tracts of 40 acres at a royalty of 17% per cent. At 
the time of the transactions hereinafter mentioned the Eagle-Picher Co. 
and its sublessees had constructed and were operating about 26 lead 
and zinc concentrating plants on these leases. 

On January 15, 1921, John Barton Payne, Secretary of the Interior, 
addressed a letter to Homer P. Snyder, chairman of the House Com
mittee on Indian Affairs, in which he called attention to the matter of 
restrictions against the alienation of Quapaw allotments in Oklahoma 
under the act of March 3, 1895 (28 Stat. 876-907). He stated that 
such restrictions would expire in September and October, 1921 ; that 
lead and zinc mining leases of such lands were made under the acts of 
June 7, 1897 (30 Stat. 62-72), and March 3, 1909 (35 Stat. 781-783) ; 
that a competency commission had made examination and inquiry con
cerning certain Quapaw Indian allottee heirs and had found that 62 of 
them, among whom were appellants, were incompetent to care for their 
property and business alr.airs. He recommended that the restriction 
period be extended 25 years as to the lands of such 62 incompetent 
Indians and submitted a draft of a proposed bill, which ultimately be
came section 26 of the act of March 3, 1921. This act extended the 
restrictions against alienation of the allotments of such 62 incompetent 
Indians for the additional period of 25 years. With reference to mining 
leases it provided : 

"Provided further, That all said lands allotted to or inherited by 
the Quapaw Indians may, when subject to restrictions against aliena
tion, be leased for mining purposes for such period of time and under 
such rules, regulations, terms, and conditions only as may be pre
scribed by the Secretary of the Interior, and said lands while restricted 
against alienation may be leased for mining purposes only as provided 
herein." 

In 1920 Fullerton, W. W. Dobson, Beck, the Eagle-Picher Co., and 
22 of the sublessees of the latter agreed that the Eagle-Picher Co. 
should secure new leases from the Indians at a royalty of 7% per cent 
and present them to the Secretary of the Interior for approval ; that 
it should sublease to the mining operators at a royalty of 15 per cent; 
and that the 7% per cent profit should be divided between Fullerton, 
Dobson, and Beck and ' the Eagle-Picher Co. In January, 1921, such 
new leases were secured from the Indians at a royalty of 71f.l per cent 
and were submitted to the Secretary of the Interior for approval, to
gether with a full and frank disclosure of the arrangement between the 
several parties, as stated above. In its brief filed in support thereof 
the Eagle-Picher Co. stated that 15 per cent was .a fair operating roy
alty and 7% per cent a fair royalty to the Indians. This brief further 
showed that lead and zinc royalties ranged from 12% to 17 per cent 
in the general locality of the lands here involved. Vern EJ. Thomp
son, attorney for certain of the sublessees, also filed a brief in which 
h e incorporated a statement from the State auditor of Oklahoma show
ing that the royalties of several hundred lead and zinc mines in 
Oklahoma ranged from 5 to 20 per cent, with a few at a considerably 
higher rate. 

After a bearing, of which all interested parties had notice, Charles 
H. Burke, Commissioner of Indian .Affairs, in a letter to Secretary 
Fall, dated May 20, 1921, recommended that such· leases be disapproved. 
In this letter Commissioner Burke expressed the opinion that the 
Indians should receive a royalty of 15 per cent. 

On June 22, 1921, A. C. Wallace, attorney for the Eagle-Picher Co., 
wrote a letter to E. B. Merritt, Assistant Commissioner of Indian 
Affairs, in which be stated that the Eagle-Picher Co. wa s concerned 
about renewals of its leases; that he understood from oral statements 
of Meritt that the interests of the Eagle-Picher Co. would be taken care 
of and that Fullerton, Dobson, and Beck, who were not mining operators, 
woutd be eliminated; and requested a conference with the Commis
sioner and Assistant Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 

On October 1, 1921, the Eagle-Picher Co. wrote a letter to Fullerton, 
Dobson, and Beck in which it stated that it considered the original 
agreement nullified by the department's disapproval of the lea es and 
that the Eagle-Picher Co. in the future would undertake to secure leases 
for its excfusive use and benefit. 

Thereafter, the Eagle-Picher Co. ;worked out a tentative agreement 
with its 27 sublessees for subleases at an operating royalty of 16 per 
cent, with an overriding royalty to it of 2% per cent, leaving 13% per 
cent, less the cost and expense of &upervision, for the Indians. This 
tentative agreement was communicated to the department by letter 
dated November 4, 1921. 

On December 29, 1921, new regulations were promulgated under the 
act of March 3, 1921. These regulations were signed by Commissioner 
Burke and approved by E. C. Finney, as Acting Secretary of the In
terior. Section 6 of such regulations, in part, provides : 

"In each lease or contract of extension of lease entered into and 
executed under these regulations, the bonus and royalty to be paid by 
the lessee to the superintendent or such other official as the Secretary 
of the Interior may designate, for the benefit of the Indian lessor or 
lessors, shall be set out and stipulated and unless the rate of royalty 
be otherwise determined and fixed by the Secretary of the Interior 
under the provisions of these regulations, the royalty to be paid by 
the lessee shall be stipulated and fixed at the following percentages 
of the gross proceeds of the lead and zinc ores and concentrates mined 
or extracted from the leased premises, the royalty to be computed and 
based upon each sale of ore or concentrates 1eparately : 

Seven and one-half per cent when the price for the ore or concentrates 
sold is under $50 per ton ; 

Ten per cent when the price for which the ore or concentrates sold 
is $50 or more per ton and less than $60 per ton ; 

Twelve and one-half per cent when the price for which the ore or , 
concentrates sold is $60 or more per ton and less than $70 per ton ; 
and 

Fifteen per cent when the price for which the ore or concentrates 
sold is $70 or more per ton. 

Section 10 of such regulations, in part, provides: 
" • • • such new lease or leases or contract of extension of ex

isting lease or leases shall be executed subject to these regulations by 
and between the Indian owner of the land, it an adult, and said proper 
party or parties. If, however, said adult Indian owner shall fail to 
execute such new lease or leases or contract of extension of existing 
lease or leases as determined upon by the Secretary of the Interior, the 
superintendent shall execute for and on behalf of said Indian owner of 
the land said new lease or contract of extension of existing lease. If the 
Indian owner of the land is a minor, the superintendent shall execute 
the new lease or leases or contract of extension of existing lease or 
leases for and on behalf of said Indian minor. • • No offering 
for sale at public auction or advertisement of sale will be necessary 
in reference to contracts of extension of leases or to leases entered 
into under this section, as above provided, but such lease or contract 
shall be upon such terms as to bonus and royalty as may be determined 
and fixed in each case by the Secretary of the Interior under the pro
visions of section 6 of these regulations. • • •." 

On February ll, 1922, Fullerton, Dobson, and Beck tiled bids on the 
three Whitebird allotments with the superintendent of the Quapaw 
Agency. They offered the schedule set forth in section 6, supra, plus 
2.5 per cent when the price of ore should be under $60 per ton, plus 
bonuses, as follows: Eudora Whitebird tract, $10,000; Mary Whitebird 
tract, $16.,000; and Joseph Whitebird tract, $14,000. 

On February 15, 1921, the Eagle-Piche:r Co. addressed a letter to 
Commissioner Burke in which it offered to lease 1,061 acres, including 
the three Whitebird allotments, at the schedule fixed in section 6, 
supra, and to sublease to its then operating sublessees at an advanced 
royalty of 2% per cent. 

On February 16, 1922, the Eagle-Picher Co. protested against the 
awarding of leases to FUllerton, Dobson, and Beck, and called attention ' 
to its offer of February 15, 1922. 

On March 20, 1922 Commissioner Burke addressed a letter to 
Secretary Fall in which be recommended that both of the last mentioned 
bids be rejected and that a leasing commission be appointed. This 
letter was approved by Secretary Fall on April 6, 1922. Thereupon, 
Commissioner Burke, with the approval of Secretary Fall, appointed a 
leasing commission composed of John E. Dawson, of the Indian office; 
T. B. Roberts, representati'"e of Commissioner Burke, and 0. K. 
Chandler, superintendent of the :Miami l;pdian Agency. Mr. Van Siclen, 
nn expert mining engineer from the Bureau of Mines, and Mr. 
Scibenthal, an experienced geologist of the United States Geological 
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Survey, at {J()mmiss!oner Burke's request, were detailed to accompany, 
advise, and assist the commission. The leasing commission arrived in 
the field March 22, 1922, and remained there until June 5, 1922. On 
June 5, 1922, the commission forwarded to Commissioner Burke a 
detailed report of its investigation, together with its findings and recom
mendations. This report recited that on April 21, 1922, the Eagle
Picher Co. submitted an offer to lease the entire six allotments at a 
royalty of 7% per cent, with an agreement to sublease to its operating 
sublessccs at a royalty in no case exceeding 2% per cent above the base 
royalty ; to prospect and develop lands not theretofore developed, so as 
to keep ahead of production, and to l;;eep the mines in operation ; to 
expend in such work a minimum of $200,000 at the rate of $40,000 per 
year; to furnish competent engineers to oversee the mining operations 
and see that the ground was mined in a workmanlil{e manner; to con
tinue experiments in concentration and treatment of ores to the end 
that a larger recovery might be obtained; to advance to its sublessees 
such money as good business judgment might require in order that they 
might not be forced either to abandon operations or to sell the ore at 
a price not remunerative to thenr or the Indians; to maintain accurate 
and comprehensive maps of all drilling and development, and to furnish 
its sublessees and the department with such maps ; and to furnish a 
good and sufficient bond guaran~eeing the carrying out of the terms 
and COnditions of such leases ; and that on l\Iay 26, 1922, the Eagle
Picher Co. filed a modification of the bid in which it offered either to 
pay such royalty as the department should determine to be proper or 
to surrender the properties. The repot·t further recited that on · April 
27, 1922, Beck made a bid in which he agreed to pay the schedule of 
royalties set out in section 6, supra, to pay certain additional royalties 
based upon the prices of ore and to pay $50,000 in bonuses. It also 
called attention to the analysis made by Van Siden, in his report to the 
leasing commission, of the Eagle-Picher Co. bid and the ·Beck bid. This 
report of the leasing commission concluded, as follows : 

"We have reached the conclusion, in view of the facts presented and 
of the mining engineer's report, that in regard to these six allotments 
of Quapaw Indian land the best interests of the Indian owners of said 
land and of the mining industry as well will be served if the leases be 
made to the Eagle-Picher Lead Co. at the economic t·ates of royalty 
as found by the mining engineer for each particular tract or subdivision 
of saiu allotments, and provided that said Eagle-Picher Lead Co. shall 
sublease to the operating mining company or parties owning the mills 
and mining property on said lands the particular tracts of land occu
pied and operated by said mining companies or parties, and that the 
royalty rates to be charged by the Eagle-Picher Lead Co. to the sub
lessee operating company shall not exceed 1% per cent above the royalty 
rates to be paid by the Eagle-Picher Lead Co. on its leases. 

" We therefore recommend that the leases be made to the Eagle
Picher Lead C.o.·· upon the conditions above stated. * * *" 

Chandler filed a minority report, in which he recommended that the 
leases be sold to the highest and best bidder for a maximum royalty 
of 15 per cent to the mining operator. 

On May 31, 1922, Secretary Fall addressed a letter to Assistant Com
missioner Meritt in which ·he instructed the latter to take no action in 
the matter of applications for leases until the report of the leasing 
commission, then in the process of preparation, had been received. 

On June 9, 1922; representatives of the Indians requested access to 
the report of the leasing commission. This request was denied. 

After the report bad been filed Van Siclen prepared forms of lease 
proposals and submitted them to Commissioner Burke and to Secretary 
Fall. Secretary Fall disapproved the sliding scale of royalties provided 
i~ section 6, supra, and insisted tJ;lat the proposals be made competitive 
and have publicity. Thereupon new proposals were prepare by Van 
Siclen whereby provision was made for a fiat royalty instead of a 
sliding scale of royalties. This was the principal modification. Sec
retary Fall prepared a notice calling for bids to be submitted on July 
15, 1922, upon such proposals on file at Washington. This notice was 
published on July 6, 1922, in newspapers at Joplin, Mo., and Miami, 
Okla. It was also m'ailed to all prospective bidders in the tri-State 
district. The notice stated that the interests of mining operators 
whose leases were about to expire would be protected in so far as that 
could be done consistently with good administration of the properties. 
The notice further stated that the bids should state the amount of 
royalty the bidder proposed to pay and also the amount of royalty for 
which the bidder would be willing to sublease the lands to the existing 
mining opera tors. 

On July 14, 1922, Victor Rakowsky, a mining engineer, requested 
that Commissioner Burke furnish him with certain information concern
ing the mines, which could have been secured from the report of tbe 
leasing commission. This request was denied. On July 15, 1922, 
Rakowsky made a ·similar request of Secretary Fall, asking for access 
to the mines and the reports of the leasing commission and for an 

· extension of time for submitting bids to October 1, 1922. This request 
also was denied. 

In response to such notice, Fullerton, Dobson, and Beck submitted 
a· bid on the Mary Whitebird allotment and for 80 acres of the Joseph 
Whitebird allotment at a royalty of 15 per cent, conditioned that the 
lease should be on a form then commonly used in the district. They 

also submitted a bid on the Mary Whitebird allotment at royalties 
ranging from 772 per cent to 12% per cent. Beck submitted a bid on 
the Joseph Whitebird allotment at royalties ranging from 10 per cent to 
12% per cent and on the Eudora Whitebird allotment at a royalty of 
10 per cent. 

The Eagle-Picher Co. submitted a bid on the six allotments, including 
the three allotments involved in this suit. They offered a base royalty 
of 10 per cent and agreed to sublease for an additional royalty of 21,6 
per cent. They agreed to expend $100,000 in five equal installments 
in prospect drilling under the supervision of the Secretary of the In
terior ; to expend $25,000 for experiments in ore extraction, with a 
view to securing a greater ore return ; and to maintain a corps of com
petent engineers and accountants to supervise and record the mining 
operations on the allotments. j 

Twenty-two bids were received. Commissioner Burke made a detailed 
report thereon to the Secretary of the Interior and recommended the 
acceptance of the Eagle-Picher Co.'s bid. 

On July . 27, Ray McNaughton wrote a letter to the Secretary of 
the Interior, in which .be stated that the Fullerton, Dobson, Beck 
bids were big-her in the aggregate than the Eagle-Picher Co.'s bid. 

The leases were awarded to the Eagle-Picher Co. on July 27, 1922, 
at a royalty of 10 per cent. 

From the foregoing facts, counsel for the appellants conclude : That 
the original plan offered was unfair and collusive. 

That the Eagle-Picher Co. was assured by Assistant Commissioner 
Meritt early in 1!>21 that it would be taken care of and that Fullerton, 
Dobson, Be.ck would be eliminated. 

That the Eagle-Picher Co. and the other mining operators, its sub
lessees, consPired together to stifle competition. 

That the Fullerton, Dobson, Beck bids of February 11, April 27, 
and July 11, 1922, were higher than the bid which was accepted. 

That the leasing commission was appointed in order to_ avoid ·ac- • 
ceptance of the February 11, 1922, bids of Fullerton, Dobson, Beck. 

That the Secretary of the Interior rejected the recommendations of 
the leasing commission. 

That the published notice did not allow sufficient time for preparation 
and submission of bids. 

That the requirement in the notice prepiJ.red by Secretary Fall requir
ing the bidder to state the royalty at which he would sublease to the 
mining operators eliminated competition. 

That the Secretary of the Interior withheld the report of the leasing 
commission from the Indians and prospective bidders. 

That the Secretary of the Interior rejected the sliding scale of 
royalties recommended by Van Siclen. 

That the conditions of the proposals could not be understood by 
Fullerton, Dobson, Beck. 

That a royalty of 10 per cent was inadequate. 
Counsel for appellants contend the trial court should have inferred 

from the facts above recited that Secretary Fall and' the Eagle-Picher 
Co. had a private understanding that such company was to be given the 
leases at an inadequate royalty, to be effected by exacting terms and 
conditions that would stifle competitive bidding, and that the court 
should have concluded that Secretary Fall and the Eagle-Picher Co. were 
guilty of fraud, which rendered the leases invalid. 

Following the close of the war large stocks of surplus lead and zinc 
were thrown upon the market, with the result that zinc, the predomi
nating metal in the mines in question, fell from $135 to $20 per ton. 
The Eagle-Picher Co. and its sublessees, who were actually operating 
t1le mines and who had invested several millions of dollars in develop
ment and in mining plants and equipment, were confronted with the 
decrease in the price of metals and with the fact that their leases 
would expire in 1922. They accordingly evolved the original plan 
referred to above. While this plan was not fair to the Indians and 
provided an operating royalty that was higher than au economic royalty, 
the plan was fully and fairly presented to the department in the appli
cation for approval of the leases and was rejected. 

The statement of Assistant Commissioner Meritt that the Eagle
Picher Co. and the other mining operators, its sublessees, would be 
fairly treated and the manifest lack of desire on the part of the 
department to lease to Fullerton, Dobson, and Beck were not improper 
under the existing circumstances. The former were mining operators, 
who bad invested large sums of money in developing the mines and 
in mining plants and equipment, and the latter were speculators, who 
hoped to profit by subleasing the properties. Such was the conclusion 
of Van Siclen, as stated in his report to the leasing commission. 
Manifestly, the elimination of the ~>peculators would increase the roy
alty to the Indians and keep the operating royalty nearer to an 
economic basis. Leases at the highest economic royalty, to the per
sons then equipped to operate and who were then actually operating 
the mines, would not only be fair but advantageous to appellants. 

The appointment of the leasing commission and the securing of the 
services of Van Siclen and Seibenthal can not be properly attributed ta 
a desire to avoid accepting the bids of Fullerton, Dobson, and Beck. 
Subsequent events conclusively proved that Commissioner Burke acted 
wisely in appointing such leasing commission and in securing the ex
pert advice of Van Siclen and Seibenthal. For such action Commis· 
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sioner Burke deserves commendation rather than censw·e. Seibenthal 
was the zinc expert of the United States Geological Survey, a geologist 
with 25 years' experience in the dlstrict where these mines were lo
cated, and an eminent authority on lead and zlnc mining. Van Siclen 
was an experienced and noted mining engineer. Commissioner Burke 
testified that he recommended this leasing commission because be 
was a layman and knew nothing about lead and zinc milling, and 
desiJ.'ed the advice and assistance of experts. 

The examination of the mines by the leasing commission covered a 
period of about two and one-half months. It secured from each min
lng operator answers to questionnaires showing acreage, ore reserve, 
mill recovery, cost of mining, and cost of i.Jnprovements. Van Sjclen 
examined the 28 mines. He checked the answers in the questionnaires 
against the facts d records on the ground. He gathered and com
piled complete data in respect to these mines. These data were 
checked by Seibenthal. A public hearing was held by the commission 
at Miami, and a uniform form of bid was furnished to the mining 
opE>rators. 

In his report to the leasing commission, Van Siclen said, in part : 
"In negotiating new leases upon restricted Quapaw land, the ends to 

be sought ln the order of their importance are : 
"1. To secure a fair return to the Indian owner for the occupation 

and use of his land. 
"2. To fix rates of royalty that will permit and encourage the 

operator-lessee to : 
" (a) Mine the ores to their economic limits for the life of the lease 

or until the ores are exhausted. On these particular lands the second 
alternative will nearly always be the case. 

" (b) Prospect the land thoroughly by means of drilling or drifting 
for ore bodies at present unknown. 

" (c) Maintaln a reasonable hope of realizing operating profits. The 
Indian Office, representing the owner, can not undertake to guarantee 
any profits, or any given return upon invested capital, or anything of 
that nature. It can, and must for the best interests of the Indian 
afford the operator-lessee a fair chance to make profits. 

·" (d) Remain and continue mining on his lease in spite of greater 
apparent chances for profits that may arise elsewhere. 

" Practically considered, the second aim is as important as the first, 
because unless the land is mined, the Indian will receive no royalty, 
while the land's value for farming purposes bas already been greatly 
Unpaired if not destroyed." 

In such report, be also set forth what be calculated to be the eco
nomic royalties for each mine in terms of the sliding scale set forth in 
section 6, supra. He also transposed such economic royalties into 
terms of fiat royalties. Such fiat royalties ranged from 7.5 to 13 
per cent. The average fiat royalty for the group of mines was 9.87 
per cent. In referring to his statement of economic royalties, Van 
Siclen stated "the difference between the existing 17.5 per cent and 
the economic 9.87 per cent represents the eliminated intermediate roy
alties, which, ln this now developed field, stands for no useful purpose." 
He pointed out how a larger royalty and bonus would compel the closing 
of the weaker mines and the mining of only richer ores in order to 
enable the operator to pay such royalty and bonus and still operate at 
a profit. 

In analyzing the Beck bid of April 27, 1922, which offered a bonus of 
$50,000 and contemplated an operating royalty of 15 per cent, Van 
Siclen said : 

" Under the 15 per cent Beck operating royalty- • • • the poorer. 
mines could not stand a levy for a bonus. Hence the bonus would be 
levied on the stronger mines, such as the three Picher mines, Premler, 
Underwriters, etc. There is no justification for such a levy, as the 
mines would already be paying an excessive royalty under the Beck 15 
per cent, and the imposition of a bonus in addition would form a load 
that it would not pay any operator to take on. The result would be 
that the Beck associates would be forced to close and abandon the 
weaker mines and to operate the stronger mines themselves under the 
12¥.! per cent ground royalty, in order to recoup the bonus money and 
make any additional operating profit out of the better mines. 

"Adjusted royalties, in terms of fiat royalties, show that a 15 per 
cent operating royalty would force many of the weaker mines to close. 
The richer and larger mines could and would carry on by selective min
ing (gutting) until their ores rich enough to carry the excessive charge 
we1·e exhausted, which is ve.ry closely the present situation among these 
mines. This would mean that the Indian owners of the poorer mines 
would receive no income, while the Indian owners of the better mines 
would receive more immediate bot le s total income. Taking the mines 
as a group, the total royalties received, including the $50,000 bonus, 
would total less by one-fourth to one-third than the economic royalties 
total, and would be very inequitably distributed among the Indian 
owners." 

RefE:rring to indirect leasing through a supervising parent corpora
tion, Van Slclen said : 

" Under this system the supervision expense is collected from the in
dustry and paid to the supervising corporation. It, therefore, means 
somewhat higher total cost ot operation to the industry, but increased 

protection and more continuous operation, to the resulting advantage 
of both operator and owner. This system has been in successful opera
tion for many years in the tri-State district." 

In such report Van Siclen stated his conclusions as follows: 
" 1. Engineer's conclusions. · 
"(a) These 28 mines are more than half worked out and their re

maining values are fairly well known. 
"(b) They should therefore be leased upon terms that will assure the 

fullest extraction of their remaining ore reserves and of the lowest 
minable grade. 

"(c) Under such conditions the imposition of bonuses or excessive 
royalties will shorten their working lives and reduce their total gross 
t·eturns, and therefore their royalty-producing power. 

"(d) The maximum return to the allottees will be made under eco
nomic royalties and no bonuses. 

"(e) Supervision and operation will be better maintained under the 
parent-company system with Government control than under the direct· 
leasing system with direct Government supervision, 

"(f) Of the two available parent companies, the Eagle-Picher is more 
suitable than the Beck because-

"1. Their organization is complete, ample., and bas been functioning 
on this particular job to the satisf.action of the operating sublessees 
sin~e 1916. 

" 2. They originally drained and developed the Picher camp and have 
a better working knowledge of it than any other existing or probable 
organization. 

"3. 'rhelr own investment in this district is heavy, and it is more to 
their interest to keep the district satisfactorily producing than to any 
other exlsting or probable organlzation." 

Van Siclen recommended the acceptance of the Eagle-Picher Co. bid 
at the economic royalties set forth in his report on condition that the 
Eagle-Picher Co. keep the mines dewatered without cost to the sub
lessees. 

From the foregoing it will be seen that it was extremely de irable to 
know the highest economic operating royalty .and to lease the lands 
upon such basis in order that the maxi.Jnum recovery of ore might be 
had and the greatest income thereby obtained for the Indian owners. 

Van Siclen's analysis of the Beck bid filed with the leasing commis
sion clearly demonstrated that the royalty offered, plus the bonuses, 
was higher than the economic royalty and would ulti.Jnately result in 
a substantially less return to the Indian owners than would a lower 
royalty and no bonuses. 

The desire to protect the rights of existing operators and the demand 
that bidders who proposed to sublease should express the overriding 
royalty they would demand from sublessees, as indicated in the notice 
prepared by the Secretary, were proper. Li.Jnitation on the overriding 
royalty was essential in order to prevent the operating royalty from 
exceeding the maximum economic royalty. Furthermore; the Eagle- · 
Picher Co. and its sublessees, because of their knowledge of the district. 
their existing investment and the mlning plants and equipment, were 
in a position to operate the mines more economically than could a new 
operator. They were desirable lessees. Commissioner Burke and Van . 
Siclen testified that Secretary Fall did not follow the leasing commis
sion's recommendation that the bid of the Eagle-Picher Co. be accepted, 
because he objected to the sliding cale of royalties and he desired public 
notice and competitive bidding. Van Siclen further testified that the 
only material change made by Secretary Fall in the proposals prepared 
by Van Siclen was 1;he substitution of the fiat royalty for the sliding 
scale of royalties; and that "he [Van Slclen] preferred a fiat royalty 
and thought the department did right in leasing the property as they 
did • • • that, after having been through this entire matter, his 
best judgment was that they let the leases in the right way, independent 
ot any inftuence of the Secretary." In the light of subsequent events 
the rejection of the sliding scale was proper. Up to the ti.Jne of the 
trial the return under the leases had been greater than it would have 
been under the sliding scale. 

The time for bidding was adequate. Notice of the new plan and the 
uniform proposal not only were on file in Washington, but were mailed 
to all the operators in what is known as the tri-State district-the lead 
and zinc mining district of Missouri, Oklahoma, and Kansas. 

Denials of Rakowsky}s requests were not improper. Much of the 
data obtained by the leasing commission was confidential lnformatlon , 
furnished by the operating companies. Rakowsky waited until . the day • 
before the bids were finally to be submitted. He stated not that the 
information was desired to enable him to bid but rather to determine 
whether he should submit a bid and, in any event, that he could not 
intelligently submit a bid before October 1, 1922. The old leases were ' 
about to expire. The existing royalties were inadequate. Continued 
operation under the old leases was not desirable. It was important that 
the new leases be made at the earliest possible date. 

The bids were examined and considered by Commissioner Burke, 
Assistant Commissioners Meritt, Dawson, and Van Siclen. Tlley found 
that the bid of the Eagle-Picher Co. was the highest and best bid. By 
a letter to the Secretary of the Interior, dated July 27, 1922, the com
missioner recommended the acceptance of the Eagle-Picher Co. bid. 
giving cogent reasons why it was the best and highest bid. 
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The Fullerton, Dobson, and Beck bids, made in response to the notice 

of July 6, 1922, did not comply with the terms of the proposals and 
the royalties offered were, in some instances, higher than the economic 
royalty. 

The Eagle-Picher Co.'s bid, made in response to the notice of July 6, 
~922, offered an operating royalty which was close to the economic 
royalty recommended by the engineer and will result in a greater ulti
mate return to the Indians than any of the other bids hereinabove 
referred to, which were rejected by Secretary Fall. · 

While the Eagle-Picher Co. receives a 2¥.1 per cent overriding royalty 
from its sublessees, for this it has agreed to furnish supervision and 
accounting, to make experiments in ore concentration, to expend sub
stantial sums in prospect drilling, to finance its sublessees, and to keep 
all the mines free from .water. Keeping the mines dewatered is of great 
importance, and the Eagle-Picher Co., because of its central pumping 
plant, is particularly well equipped to render that service. Commis
sioner Burke, in his report to Secretary Fall, stated that Van Siclen's 
figures showed such 2¥.1 per cent to be a fair charge for the services 
which the Eagle-Picher Co. agreed to render. 

It is our conclusion that the evidence wholly failed to establish the 
charge of fraud and, on the contrary, showed that Secretary Fall 
and Commissioner Burke, acting in good faith, · secured and accepted 
the advice of competent experts, obtained the highest possible eco
nomic royalties, and fully and adequately protected the interests of 
the Indians. 

II. AU'l'HORITY TO CAUSE LE!ASES TO nE EXECUTED 

Counsel for the appellants contend that, under the act of March 3, 
1921, the Secretary of the Interior had no authority to execute mining 
leases for the Indians named therein and that under it he bad author
ity only to approve or disapprove, under regulations promulgated by 
him, leases that had been duly made by guardians of such Indians, 
appointed by the county court of the county wherein the lands were 
situate. 

Counsel for the appellants assert that authority to appoint such 
guardians was given to such county court by the act of April 28, 
1904 (33 Stat. 573) and section 19 ol the Oklahoma• enabling act 
(34 Stat. 277) . 

Congress, by express enactment, has empowered the county courts 
of Oklahoma to approve certain leases of lands of members of the 
Five Civilized Tribes who are minors or incompetents. Act of May 
27, 1908 (35 Stat. 312). No such provision is found in the legisla
tion applicable to the Quapaws. As stated l>y Judge Van Valken
burgh in Hampton v . Ewert (C. C. A. 8, 22 Fed. (2d) 81, 90), the 
absence of such provision "is conclusively significant." Where county 
courts are authorized to approve such leases they act as Federal 
agencies. Parker v. Richards (250 U. S. 235, 239) ; Marcy v. Board of 
County Commissioners (45 Okla. 1; 144 Pac. 611). Such power exists 
pecause the county courts have been designated as Federal agencies by 
Congress and not as the result of any power vested in them as 
State courts. Parker v . Richards, supra. The absence of any specific 
provision authorizing the county court to act in cases of incompetE-nt 
oro minor Quapaw Indians, and especially the omission to so provide 
in the act of 1\larch 1, supra, which dealt exclusively with incom
petent Quapaw Indians, manifests an intention npon the part of 
Congress to vest such authority in the Secretary of the Interior. 

Furthermore, we think the intent of Congress, to vest exclusive 
authcnity in the Secretary of the Interior to make such leases, is 
clearly manifested by the language of the 1921 act. It provides that 
such lands may " be leased for . mining purposes for such period of time 
and under such rules, regulations, terms, and conditions only as may 
be prescribed by the Secretary of the Interior.'' This vests exclusive 
authority in the Secretary to determine and prescribe the terms and 
conditions of such a lease and the period of time for which it shall run. 
Nothing is left for negotiation by the Indian or his guardian. The only 
action that the Indian or his guardian could take, with respect to such 
a lease, would be to sign or refuse to sign it. If appellants' position 
is well taken, the Indian or his guardian, by refusing to sign, could 
frustrate the action of the Secretary in prescribing the terms of and 
negotiating such a. lease. We do not think Congress in---·, ded to place 
such a veto power in the Indian qr his -guardian. 
, The language of the 1921 act is undoubtedly broader than the prior 
acts and yet the Department of Interior had uniformly held that such 
acts vested power in the Secretary to provide for the execution of 
mining leases in behalf of incompetent and minor Quapaw Indians. 
(See opinion of solicitor, Department of Interior, under date of August 
23, 1920; Sec. 8, Regulations, April 7, 1917, under act of June 7, 
1897; Sec. 8, Regulations, November 12, 1920, under the acts of 
June 7, 1897, and March 3, 1909.) The construction of a statute, by 
a department of the Government charged with its execution is entitled 
to respectful consideration and ought not to be overruled without cogent 
r easons. United States v. Moore (95 U. S. 760, 763) ; Blanset v. 
Gardin (256 U. S. 319, 326); United States v . Jackson (280 U. S. 183). 

It is our conclusion that the Secretary had full power, under the 
act of March 3, 1921, to cause the leases in question to be executed 

on behalf of the appellants by the Superintendent of the Quapaw 
Indian Agency, acting in behalf of the Secretary of the Interior. 

The decree is affirmed with costs. 

CRITICISM OF THE SUPREME COURT NOT BLASPHEMY 

Mr. BLACK. l\fr. President, I ask unanimous consent 'to 
have inserted in' the RECORD an article from the New York 
American and Journal, dated March 25, 1906, entitled " To 
Criticize the Supreme Court Is Not Blasphemy," by Arthur 
McEwen. ' 

This is a very interesting article, to which I invite the at
tention of Senators. It was sent to the senior Senator from 
Nebraska [Mr. NoRRIS] by Mr. Richard Fries, a prominent 
lawyer of .Birmingham, Ala. · 

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
[From the New York American and Journal, Sunday, March 25, 1906] 

To CRITICIZE THE SUPREME COURT Is NOT BLASPHEMY 

By Arthur McEwen 

Senator Tillman the other day sent shivers up and down a certain sort 
of conset·vative spine when he arose and said, appropos of the railroad 
rate bill : 

" If Congress is going to be so hedged about by legal qecrees anli 
orders of the court, then we shall have to dispense with the Supreme 
Court, for the people must have relief from this intolerable and out
rageous state of things." 

There are no present formidable indications that the people want to 
abolish the Supreme Court, but it is easily thinkable that the time may 
come when that will be their desire, and should that time arrive the 
Supreme Court will have to go. Meanwhile, it does that h·emendous 
tribunal no harm to be reminded, as Senator Tillman has reminded lt, 
that it is part of a Government founded upon the people's will and not a 
divine institution. 

ONLY JUST TRIBUNALS ARE WORTHY OF RESPECT 

The fact that Mr. Tillman's remark ·has been very widely commented 
upon with a sort of hon·or, as though he had been guilty of sacrilege, 
proves that there are too many America!ls who have fallen into a habit 
of thought and feeling more becoming to subjects than to citizens. They 
have come to look upon their Government, and especially the courts, as 
far apart from and above them-which is a state of mind not to be 
encouraged in a Republic, whose safety depen-ds upon the intelligence 
and character of its citizens. The intelligence that is prone to slavish
ness and the character that bends its knees too reverently in the presence 
of power are the reverse of democratic. 

Respect for the Supreme Court and all other courts is a praise
worthy and useful sentiment-provided the courts deserve it. The 
only kind of liberty worth having is liberty controlled by law. But 
when a court ceases to be a just tribunal, impartiaUy doing justice, 
and so promoting the public interests, the worst service the citizen can 
render his country is to continue to respect that court. A judge is 
entitled only to the degree of reverence -that his qualities as a man and 
his abilities as a lawyer earn for him. Reverence which goes beyond 
that is dangerous and un-American. 

"I hold judges, and especially the Supreme Court of the country," 
said Charles Sumner, "in much respect, but I am too familiar with 
the history of judicial proceedings to regard them with any super
stitious reverence. Judges are but men, and in all ages have shown a 
fair share of frailty. Alas ! alas ! the worst crimes of history have been 
perpetrated under their sanction. The blood of martyrs and of 
patriots, crying from the ground, summons them to judgment." 

Judges, being human, are humanly given to magnifying their office 
and extending their power. The Supreme Court has been no excep
tion. From the beginning it bas taken to itself more and more au
thority, until to-day the nine men who compose it-or, rather, any five 
of them who happen to agree-govern the country. The court is 
master of Congress and the President, for it can, and often does, veto 
their acts. The Constitution means only what the majority of the 
tribunal says it does. 
- .. In this country alone," to quote Chief Justice Clark, of the 
Supreme Court of North Carolina, "the people, speaking through their 
Congress and with the approval of the Executive, can not put in force 
a single measure of any nature whatever with assurance that it shall 
meet with the approval of the court ; and its failure to receive such 
approval is fatal, for, unlike the veto of the ~xecutive, the unaninious 
vote of Congress can not avail against it. Such vast power can not 
safely be deposited in the bands of any body of men without supervi
sion or control by any other authority whatever. · If the President 
errs, his mandate expires in four years, and his party, as well as him
self, is accountable to the people at the ballot box for his stewardship. 
If Members of Congress err, they too must account to their con
stituents. But the judiciary bold for life, and though popular senti
ment sh.ould change the entire personnel of the other two great de
partments of government, a whole generation must pass away before 
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the people can get control of the judiciary, which possesses an ir
responsible and unrestricted veto upon the action of the other depart
ments-irresponsible because impeachment has become impos ible, and 
if it were possible it could not be invoked as to erroneous decisions, 
unless corruption were shown." • 

JUDGES ARE HUMAN, THEREFORE NOT INFALLIBLE 

Wherefore, Chief Justice Clark advocates election of Federal jud~:es 
of all grades by the people. 

"Why, sir," exclaimed Roscoe Conkling, "the infallibility ascribed 
to the Supreme Court makes the Constitution, the institutions of the 
country, nothing but wax in the hands of the judges." 

We are a free people, but . we have decided, or our predecessors 
decided for us, that it is well to have judges to rule over us to an 
extent unknown elsewhere. 

"The judiciary," in the words of Professor Russell, of the New 
York University Law School, "holds a higher rank in America than 
it does in England or anywhere else in the world. It also has a 
wider range of power. The deliberate setting aside of a statute by 
judicial authority for unconstitutionality is a practice wholly foreign 
to European ideas, and is recognized only in the United States." 

En"'land has a good many institutions of which we are well rid, 
including a king and hereditary nobility, but when Parliament, repre
senting the nation, passes an act, it is the law of the land. The 
king does not dare to veto it, and no court has the power to set it 
aside. And in monarchical England, too, the judges bold office subject 
to removal upon the majority vote of Parliament. 

It our Supreme Coqrt justices were infallible beings, given to us 
by a ldndly Heaven free from human weaknesses, there would be no 
peril in their power, and we should be even more envied the possession 
of them than we now are by the rest of the world--or that part of 
it which abhors direct government by the people. In such case 
criticism would actually be the impiety which it is now taken to be 
by those who are hocked ·at Senator· Tillman's suggestion that the 
extinction of the Supreme Court might conceivably be for the public 
good. But, be it aid in all reverence, the Supreme Court is not 
infallible. It has •·epeatedly reversed itself, and then again reversed 
its reversals. It derives its members, not by celestial selection, but · 
by appointment of PreSidents, who are not conspicuously exempt from 
political . motives. One of tlie present nine before "he received the 
robe was chiefly notable for his servility to a railroad corporation 
which holds despotic sway in his section of the country, and many 
members of the bar protested formally against his elevation on the 
ground that he had neither the brains nor acquirements requisite 
for the post. 

The court bas been packed by a President on occasion when its 
decisions were not satisfactory to the party in power-for example, 
the gr·eenback cases. In 1869 the greenback act was declared un
constitutional so far as it made the greenbacks legal tender for debts 
contracted prior to its passage. In 1870 Strong and Bradley we.r" 
added to the court, and the ·decision was reversed. 

There are only two ways of changing the law when it has been 
laid down by the omnipotent nine-by making new judges, as the 
Briti b Premier makes new peers, and by amendment of the Constitu
tion. The eleventh amendment was adopted to overturn the decision 
that a overeign State could be sued in a Federal court by any citizen. 

CRITICISM OF THE SUPREME COURT AN AMERICAN PRIVILEGE 
It docs not deepen veneration for the Supreme Court to recall its 

performances in connection with the income tax. Unanimously that 
tax was upheld in 1868, and again unanimously in 1880. But in 1895 
by a vote of 5 to 4, the tax was pronounced unconstitutional. And 
Justice Sbiras changed his mind within a few days. Had he not 
changed his mind the income tax would now be in operation here as in 
England, where one-third of the revenue is derived from it. "The 
same system," remarks Chief Justice Clark, of North Carolina, "is in 
force in all other civilized countries. In not one of them would the 
hereditary monarch venture to veto or declare null and void such a 
tax." 

Criticism of the Supreme Court, by indulging in which Senator Till
man affrighted respectable ignorance, is an American privilege. None 
have been freer with it than minority judges of the court themselves. 
Justice Harlan, for example, expressed this frank opinion of the income
tax judgment : 

" The practical etl'ect of the decision to-day is to give to certain kinds 
of property a position of favoritism and advantage inconsistent with 
the fundamental principles of our social organization, and to invest 
them with power and influence that may be perilous to that portion 
of the American people upon whom rests the larger part of the 
burdens of the Government, and who ought not to be subjected to the 
dominion of aggregated wealth any more than the property of the coun
try should be at the mercy of the lawless." 

And Justice Brown was even more candid : 
.~ The decision involves nothing less than a surrender to the moneyed 

class. • I hope it may not prove the first step toward the 
submergence of the liberties of the people in a sordid despotism of 
wealth. As I can not escape the conviction that the decision of the 

court in this great case is fraught with immeasurable danger to the 
future of the country, and that it approaches the proportions of a 
national c.alamity, I feel it my duty to enter my prote t against it." 

THE COURT MADE FOR THE PEOPLE, NOT THE_ PEOPLE FOR THE COURT 
Should it come about, in the course of human events, that the Su

preme Court appear to the American people the bulwark of privilege 
and the principal obstacle to the enforcement of the popular will, the 
court would, as Senator Tillman puts it, be dispensed with. The court 
was made for the people, not the people for the court. 

"Is that revolutionary? Well, the word 'revolutionary' should not 
be offensive to American ears, for by revolution we exist as a Nation. 
Let any department of the Government become obstructive to progress
the progress that means the betterment of the condition of the whole 
people--and in the end it is sure to be dispensed with." 

When Senator Tillman, in his simple lay way, spoke of the Supreme 
Court as an institution that must serve the common welfare or go by 
the board, he sent shivers up and down · the spine of a conservatism 
that is wont to view itself with a veneration only less profound than 
the veneration with which it views a majority of five and their pro
nouncements, but be was altogether within his American limits, if the 
Declaration of Independence is still our chart. It may be old-fashioned 
to regard the Declaration as authoritative and to quote it, but it is not
uninstructive to recall that after it sets forth certain truths as self
evident and specifies the purposes for which governments are instituted 
among men, it lays down this doctrine : 

"That whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these 
ends it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it and to institute 
new government, laying its foundation on such principles and organizing 
its powers in such form as to them shall seem most likely to etl'ect their 
safety and happiness." 

ISSUES OF THE DAY-ADDRESS BY SENATOR SCHALL 

Mr. BORAH. :Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 
have printed in the RECORD in 8-point type an address on the 
issues of the day delivered over the radio by the Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. ScHALL] ofl April 24. . 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows : 
REMARKS OF SENATOR THOMAS D. SCHALL OVER WCCO, THUBSDAY, 

APRIL- 24, 1930 

My friends and my enemies out there · in space, you whose 
hearts hold respect and good will, and you misled in your opin
ion of me through malicious ·propaganda-in lieu of better 
opportunity, I use this means of contact. 

Those who believe in me and the cause for which I stand 
inspire me and give me the courage to continue the fight of the 
ordinary folks. To those who misunderstand me because of fal e 
rumor, of hlreling conspirators, and press, and who are listen
ing purposely that they may be ftuther confirmed in their mis
conception, I especially appeal, and ask only for a fair hearing. 
You would give that to the lowest criminal. Why be less gener
ous to him who, despite the conspiracy to destroy, of paid 
perjuries and infamous plots of the most powerful and wealthy 
political gang in our State, is stiU unscathed and unintimidated, 
your Unitecl States Senator, chosen to that exalted position by 
the majority of your votes six years ago? 

My record over a period of 10 years in the House and 6 years 
in the Senate is a hundred per cent for the worker and the . 
farmer, a hundred per cent for the ex-service man, and a hun
dred per cent for the common folks. It is your country as well .. 
as mine, and our mutual object should be to keep it a people's 
country. 'We have a hard fight against thorough organization. 
The State officials and emplo~~ees alone appointed by the gover
nor .number over 10,500 and draw an annual salary from our 
State of over a million and a half a year. Throughout the 20 · 
commissions and their in titutions are another 30,000 or more 
employees, which cost the State another $4,000,000. Add to this 
the special interests east and west that desire the governor's 
nomination thls coming June 16, and you will have a slight 
conception of the tremendous forces we must go against. I need 
every ounce of your help, and I want you on the firing line from 
now until the primaries, June 16, a~e over. If I am not nomi
nated, I am through, as the law of our State prohibits filing 
independently for the same office after filing in the primaries. 

Therefore do not fail to call for a Republican ballot June 16 
and get your friends to uo the same and see that I am nomi
nated. The duty of my office holds me at Washington. I 
wanted to get over the State last summer but the extra session 
of Congress prohibited. It is up to you to take on the fight 
and be sure that I am nominated .June 16. 

After the primaries, if I am nominated, you will find me on 
the firing line all summer and up to November, and I will have 
plenty of opportunity to take care of myself. But the battle 
is on you for the primaries, for I have little newspaper support 
and plenty of paid claquer opposition. 
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This is your fight. It is in the nominations that special 

interests get their control. Do not say, " I'll wait till the 
nominations are over, and vote at the election," for the nomina
tions will control when the election comes and you may thereby, 
through your neglect, have been the factor deciding against 
your own interests, and I want you to keep constantly in mind 
that other rats besides muskrats will figure in this campaign. 
The money-hungry human rats are busy now, conspiring, fram
ing, lying, stealing, perjuring for some plausible excuse, to get 
an eleventh-hour smear into the newspapers. Good brains will 
see to it that it looks very reasonable. They know I have no 
respurces with which to meet it in so short a time. How do 
I know this? Because already some of these rats have sent 
representatives to me and told me what they have been offered 
and wanted to know if I would outbid. I can only trust to your 
faith in me. I offer you a clean, honest, faithful record of 16 
years, constantly subjected to assaults of this nature that only 
needed time and the light to show their perfidy. Surely with 
the security in your hands of a spotless record of 16 years you 
can trust me until after June 16, the primaries. 

_ MARGARET SCHALL 

My better three-fourths is sitting here beside me and joins 
me in our greetings to our friends and our defiance of our 
enemies. She is a vi1:al part of your Senator, and deserves a 
goodly share. of credit in the successful conduct of the great 
office I hold. 

I want you women to know that you are well represented 
through her. For spe is constantly at my elbow giving me the 
benefit of the woman's vi.ewpoint. Had I had my sight I \vould 
have missed this continuous and intimate mental companionship 
and you would have been deprived of a component force in your 
representation. Instead of one mind, you have two. Instead 
of one ToM ScHALL for your Senator you have l\fargaret and 
ToM ScHALL. She is · my secretary, my chauffeur, my cam
paign manager, my pal, my inspiration, and my sight . . You 
who are mothers, will oe interested to know that she is a 
mother. We have three children, two boys and a girl. Tom 
junior, 19, now in his second year at the Naval Academy at 
Annapolis ; Dick, 17, graduating this year fr_om Shattuck Mili
tary School; and Peggy, 10, with us in Washington. 

When Peggy was about ~ years old, she climbed upon my 
lap and said, "Daddy can't you see me with your eyes?" I 
said, "No, little sweetheart, I can not." After a pause, she 
said, "Well, you can see me with your heart, can't you, daddy?" 
In her innocent prattle she had struck the keynote of life. It 
is with the heart that we all see. It is with the heart that we 
all understand. The heart is the source of power, the source of 
love, the source of everything that is good in the world, and 
men and women and nations are great, as their hearts are great, 
as their understanding is great, as their 8ouls are great. 

ENVIRONMENTS OF TOM SCHALL 

For 30 years I had the privilege of God's sunlight. I am self
made. At 12 I could not read or write. I worked my way 
through common school, through high school, and through the 
university and law school. Life was the one long grim struggle 
for daily bread. I never had time to play as a lad. How I 
used to long for the time when, my education completed, my 
profession attained, I should be able to enjoy the fruits of my 
toil. Just about the time when it seemed I could reach out •my 
hand and take the success I had toiled all my life to attain, 
like a bolt from the blue came the electric shock that seared out 
my sight. 

The first thing that every man losing his sight thinks to do, 
is to quit-! wanted to quit, and if it had not been for the love, 
the tender understanding ·of my brilliant little helpmate and 
classmate, I think I would have quit. She mRnaged to make 
me think I was necessary. Margaret kept me steady, and fur
nished the incentive to live; whatever pleasure there is in liv
ing comes in living for others. The height of our existence is 
reached through our belief that we are able to accomplish some
thing of benefit to others. ·Having decided to live, I had to refit 
myself for the battle of li,fe. I drew heavily upon Margaret'r, 
helpfulness. It was a vital factor throughout the whole perioJ 
of readjustment, as it is now and always will be. But the blind 
must be self-taught or not at all. The great fight had to be 
made by me from within. An entirely new kind of mentality 
had to be developed. The sense of sight upon which I had com
pletely depended, as do all who have it, was gone. The only 
substitute was insight. She believed in me, when belief was 
necessary. I felt, as I have since found the greater part of the 
unreflecting world to think, that a blind man is helpless and 
only a burden upon the seeing world and that therefore I had 
a right to wrap the drapery of my couch about me and lie down 
to pleasant dreams, for the unrestrained independence of my 
whole life revolted at the bondage. I bad always been able to 

make things go, to drive them to my will and conclusion and 
ultimate purpose and now1 to be led, to have to wait, to be kept 
from accomplishment by h·ivial material fetters, to have to 
form conclusions received through eyes in whose judgment I 
had no confidence--to be held of slight consequence by those 
whom I but a short time ago dominated, physically and men
tally, to have the same men who but yesterday hailed me with 
delight and enthusiasm avoid me! Sympathy? Yes, who wants 
sympathy? I want acknowledgment of merit. It is not how 
far you can see but the chemistry of sight that counts; it is how 
far your vision, how sound your judgment, how deep your un
derstanding of the human heart. Not in getting and spending 
is our merit shown, but the goal we set ourselves, as the instru
ment of God in its attainment. 

So when I said to Margaret, " What are we going to do? 
Shall I sell lead pencils'!" she retorted, "I should say not. 
Tom. We're going to practice law. I will be your eyes. You 
have your profession. You can in a -short time, I am sure, try 
a lawsuit as well without your sight as you could with it. 
People will trust a blind man, if he has the ability, with their 
business just as quick as a man with sight." So I went back 
to the practice of law broke--worse than broke, in debt, and 
blind. It was a weary road. It was like learning to walk all 
over again. I worked along in darkness a good deal harder 
than when I had my sight I had to. In fact, a blind man's 
mind rests only when he sleeps, since he must feel with it and 
see with it, ever on guard, alert, for the little indirect thing 
that will guide him to the true conclusion that he must have 
in order to cope with the seeing. I never realized what a weak, 
flabby thing the seeing brain is. I was normal, perhaps a little 
above normal, having taken honors in my college class. But, 
like every other seeing person, I had always depended upon my 
sight, not my memory, and when I had to rely upon my memory 
I found it was like a muscle that had atrophied from lack bf 
use. I would say to Margaret when I was preparing a case, 
"Read that again." And she would read if again, and I would 
try to gather the essential parts so that I would know them, 
not merely know where they could be found; but I would have 
to ask her to read it again and again and again until at last, 
after stupendous efforts, the flabby old brain tissue strengthened 
until it could stand alone. 

I succeeded as a blind lawyer and can to-day make more 
money practicing law than I can representing you in the United 
States Senate, so that the overzealous special-interest news
papers need have no fear that I am asking anyone's ·vote on 
account of sympathy. 

In writing, I think, Margaret is of the greatest service to me. 
She is about the only person with whom I can work, because 
she is not pulling in opposite directions, ne.ver advances any 
wonderful ideas, but is content to serve as the pencil until the 
thought is expressed. Her approbation . and encouraging, sym
pathetic: criticism are ready enough t the proper time. A 
word from her ample vocabulary aids me to keep at the gallop 
when, lacking jt, I might slacken. 

It is hard for the seeing to understand what the blind man 
is up against. It is. one thing to have a misfortune yourself, 
quite a different thing to look on at another's afilictions. 

I believe that my constituency should know the environment 
that surrounds me and whence I came, for there is nothing like 
the past to indicate the future. 

I believe that life in its fulfillment is a fight, and the burden 
God gives to each of us is all we can bear. We all think our 
cross is a little the heaviest. If you have a strong back and 
a stout pair of legs, you have a good-sized cross. A weak back 
and scrawny legs gets a cross in proportion. Whom the Lord 
lqveth He chasteneth. I often wished he had not loved me 
quite so much. · 

Yet through chastisement has come to me understanding. 
With that understanding I realize the truth. I no longer pray, 
take this cup from me, but accept the fight as it is presented to 
me. Of course, I would like to see, but, after 21 years of 
darkness, -I would not trade the understanding that has come 
to me for all the eyes in the world. As the years have passed 
I feel that I have had a clearer vision and a keener insight into 
the real problems of life _than eve:n though .I might have been 
able to see. Where other men are distracted by what they see, 
I have been able to concentrate every moment of my official 
career upon the needs of my State and country. I have tried 
to represent the best interests and the best welfare of the mass 
of. the people. I have no apology to make for anything in my 
official record. 

I entered the forest of darkness untamed, undisciplined, grasp
ing, selfish; I came out of that d;lrkness when understanding 
became my sight, when I had learned to bear disappointment, 
when I had comprehended that the thing was to be done for 
love ~f the. cause and not for self-aggrandizement. When I be-
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came interested unselfishly, and worked because the work was 
there to be done, without considering whether the result would 
help me or not-though in doing the thing that would not help 
me I was most helped-! began to understand what Christ 
meant, when to His disciples quarreling among themselves as to 
who should be first, he replied, " The first shall be last and the 
last shall be first. He that shall endure until the end shall be 
saved." 

The paid detractors and those maliciously jealous because I 
have succeeded, though handicapped, where they have failed, 
and that class of little jealous natures who burn with resent
ment that a blind man should not be groveling in the dust and 
asking alms of them, have already set up the cry and will con
tinue it, that a blind man is useless as your Senator, and that 
I am appealing to your sympathy for votes. 

I need no sympathy. They do. But I do think that those 
listening to me should know that I am not reading a manuscript 
as the seeing speaker over radio does but must speak extem
poraneously. Therefore the thought will be the essence, not a 
finished sequence of well-balanced adjectives and highly polished 
platitudes. 

In preparing this talk I had expected to have ample time 
to deliver the entire speech, but find that my time is shortened, 
and, therefore, will only have the opportunity to touch lightly 
on the various subjects of interest. I shall, however, see that 
the entire speech is published. 
If some of the press tell you how to-n,ight's speech does not 

correspond, it will be undoubtedly because they forget the fact 
that I must speak extemporaneously and can not follow a 
manuscript. What does it matter whether the advance ·copy is 
identical with the spoken or not? The source is the same, the 
thought is the same, the garment may differ, be shorter or 
longer and vary as to color, depending upon my mood at the 
ti~e 

There is little inspiration in spe.ak,ing to this microphone. I 
Like to feel the warm breathing, human audience before me, 
where I can meet friend and enemy face to face; where, if there 
it: a query as to any statement or proposition, it can be 
developed. . 

A blind man as your Senator is not disqualified. I hold that 
I have as much right to sell myself to you in my blinded condi
tion as my opponent has to sell himself to you, unblessed with 
tribulation. I refer him to the life of Saul, who was blinded 
by the Lord that he might receive understanding and become 
the Apostle Paul, and teach the world that tribulations are a 
ble._sing; that through them we acquire patience, through 
patience understanding, through understanding, a soul. · 

I know I am not less able to represent you than jf I could 
see. I do not advocate filling all the 96 Senators' seats with 
blind men, but I do maintain that one blind man in the 
United States Senate is not a disadvantage to the State he 
represents. Is it strarl~ that I should mention a handicap 
which my opponents ne~r cease hammering to prove me unfit? 
In one breath they tell you I am unfit. In the next they fear 
you are going to be misled by that very unfitness to vote for 
me. Evidently they grade your mentality as low as their own. 

If I had been your governor for the last s.ix years, even 
without my sight, I would have had sufficient :Vi. ion to protect 
the people of Minnesota against the loss of milhons of dollars 
in fake stock ventures. 

The removal of the sight throws a determined man back upon 
his mind or his understanding. Through the mind he will come 
in contact with his soul. Through its feeling, with the breadth 
of the infinite. He will see and hear imd understand the things 
that are denied to mere sight. For his mind reacbes into soli
tude whence comes meditation, contemplation, insight, and 
inspiration, for be is o ~sed to adversity tba~ he k~ow~ h?W 
to bear disappointment and make the best of life, wh1cb m Its 
best is disappointment. The plan of the universe in the redemp
tion of us all is adversity. It is not on flowery paths of ease 
nor in the smile of the world in material prosperity that the 
soul in man or woman is carved, but on the rough, sharp stone
strewn road where we are forced to walk with unprotected 
feet. that w~ learn life's lessons and blessings, which give us 
intuition to draw upon the greater and cleaner thoughts that 
are among us, but too often not of us. 

Knowledge is often acquired without tribulation: Talent may 
be inherited. Information may be only a question of position. 
A man may have brilliancy of talent but utterly lack under
standing. He may have information but no judgment. He may 
be able to make a brilliant peech or write a ripping article, 
but without wisdom, understanding, and judgment he is a fail
ure as a representative of the people, because to understand 
:rou must have been upon Mount Sinai, seen the lightnings flash, 
and heard the thunders roll; you must have partaken of the 
meal of locusts and clothed yourself in the camel's hair. You 

must know · adversity, tribulation, and sorrow, and without 
experience, though you speak with the tongue of men and of 
angels, yon are become as sounding brass and tinkling cymbals. 
No man can serve both mammon and the cause of humanity. 

'Mother taught me a firm faith in Gou. This teaching has 
been of the greatest significance and explains me to those who 
honestly want to understand. 

I constantly ask God to guide and help me. I have repre
sented you with what ability and understanding I have, with 
the light that God has given me to see the right. I believe 
that we are all instrument , working out God' will-and I 
stand ready to serve in any capacity God see fit to give me. 
Should He decide through your votes June 16 that I am not to 
be given the traditional indorsement for a second term in the 
United States Senate I shall find no fault. Should He further 
trust me with that great office, I shall continue to ask His 
guidance in its fulftlJment, despite the hilarity and jeering 
sneers of the couple hundred eastern-influenced scribes through
out the State who have been apprehensive that I would call 
things by their real names, voice the rottenne s of the State 
administration and that " the thing they feared would come 
upon them." No wonder the governor says he's only going to 
discuss principles. His newspapers vie with each other to 
see who can frame the most ingenious slander of me, then each 
publishes the other's mud. 

No little Backus-Ohristianson scribe is so lowly but that if 
be heaves his bucket of mud at me th~ great Minneapolis Jour
nal will pick him out and' dignify his puerilities by printing 
them in its columns. · 

BACKUS A....."ffi THE GOVERNOR 

A public office is a public trust. A public official is an 
employee of the people. I welcome the strictest scrutiny of my 
conduct and record in the United States Senate. During the 
last term of the 10 years I represented the tenth district in 
the House, I introduced Resolution 301 to compel Mr. Backus 
to pay his legitimate taxes. He hates me, and I do not blame 
him. I helped him turn over to tbe Treasury of the United 
States $3,218,000. That amount actually went into the Treas
ury. It would pay my salary for over 300 years. One-third 
of 1 per cent would pay both Mrs. Schall's and my salary ad 
infinitum. 'compare it with the economy and efficiency bunk 
so touted by the Christianson-Backus press, where your tax 
checks have been higher and higher and higher. You are 
paying twice as much taxes now th.an before we had so much 
economy and efficiency. 

You will remember the slogan of six years ago, "Give us 
more Ted and less taxes." Ask yourself if the promise then 
made has ever been fulfilled or whether with " more Ted " you 
have not had the most taxes you ever had. 

Since Teddy has been governor he has appointed over 1,000 
extra employees, for which the State has had as much use as 
a cat has for two tails. It depleted the State trea ury by over 
a million dollars annually, but it added to the machine being 
built to take Tom Schall. It satisfied his own ambition and 
undoubtedly pleased Mr. Backus. True there ha been economy 
wherever widows and orphans and the insane are concerned. 
They had no organization. They couldn't fight back. They 
were of no political consequence. The governor's incompetency 
in his idea of the handling of our great university's affairs 
and his petty conception in curtailing education in our rural 
public schools are strange qualifications on which to base a 
claim for high office in a Government whose stability and per
petuity depends upon the education of its citizens. Yet the 
wise men of the East, through their Minnesota press, are say
ing, with an ostrich philo ophy, "Never mind the mistake of 
the past. We know he's an honest man. Look at the program 
be promises for. the future if he can only get in as United 
States Senator!' 

Should we not judge a public man's service by what he has 
performed in the past? 

Against Governor Christianson as an individual I have 
not the slightest animosity, but as be has been governor for 
six years--my governor as well as yours--I have the right to 
examine his official record to the end that the people may be 
acquainted with his achievements or nona<:hievements as 
governor. 

I shall discuss principles, not personalities. That's nothing 
new, I have alway so done in my political campaigns. 

A public official should not shrink from having his official 
record fully discussed in public. The people are entitled to 
know the truth. 

I know of no way of judging a public official but by his per
formance in office. If he has been a capable and correct officer, 
he has nothing to fear. I submit that the governor's official 
acts are proper subjects of public discussion. To say that any 
reference to his official shortcomings is unfair, is to say, in effect. 
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that the governor is above criticism, and such a claim is just 
another form of the old theory" that the king can do no wrong." 

The governor is now asking you to discharge me to gratify his 
personal ambition.. At every step of the road, while I have been 
in Congress or the Senate of the United States, I have fought 
graft and corruption. I have fought every effort to put over 
rackets upon the people of my State or Nation. 

I have voted ~gainst post-office frauds and against racketeers 
who would job and rob the people through stock sales and 
through financial manipulations which you know have cost the 
people of this State millions of dollars. 

I shall discuss briefly with you to-night my own record, but 
before doing so I feel that I should give a little time to the record 
of my opponent. 

His record should be an open book, as is mine. The governor 
mUJ3t submit to the same test as the rest of us. The gover
nor's friendly attitude. toward stock-selling schemes is well 
known. 

The details are pulJlic. All the things to which I will refer 
have happened during his administration. The members of ·the 
State securities commis ion are his appointees. He is more than 
any other governol' we have had responsible for these appointees. 
With an autocratic power never before known in the history of 
our State, he has demanded the resignation in blank of every 
public official he has appointed. Either his appointees have 
been negligent in the perfo1;mance of their duties, or the law is 
defective. The governor has refused to make any investigations 
of the securities commission. And when investigation was de
manded by the Hennepin County grand jury, he asserted no in
vestigation was necessary. Nor has he ever suggested any 
amendment to the law to protect the people. Why? 

THE STATE SECURITIES COMMISSION 

The law creating the State securities commission was en
acted to save the people from being defrauded by unscrupulous 
promoters and high-powered salesmen. The administration of 
this law under the governor has utterly broken down. Millions 
of dollars have been filched from the pockets of the people. 
Some of the swindlers are under sentence to the Federal peni
tentiary, some have been indicted and are awaiting trial. Others 
are being investigated by the Federal authorities. I think I 
have the right to emphasize that he bas declined to investigate 
these fraudulent flotations and that he has omitted to recom
mend amendments which would make the law effective. 

The facts spring unbidden from the records of the State se
curities commission. The governor alone is in a position to 
remove the securities commissioners, and there is no impropriety 
in making this suggestion that he should remove them. If you 
had an employee who had caused you great loss in your busi
ness, would you hesitate to discharge him? 

THE COCHRAN GOLD NOTE SWINDLE 

Nearly $2,000,000 were taken from the people by these pro
moters. The State Securities Commissioner A. E. Nelson, his 
appointee, was sentenced to 20 years in the Federal peniten
tiary for participating in this fraud. 

Several different counties of our State brought indictmeuts 
again~t Cochran. None of these indictments was ever tried, ex
cept in Stillwater, where Cochran pleaded guilty and was fined 
$1,000. It is rumored, had our State courts tried these cases 
evidence would have been competent that would have reached 
right straight back into the administration and shown that be
fore you could get a license out of this securities commissiou 
you had to visit and get the approval of the governor's friend, 
W. I. Norton, who, as everyone knows, with the advice and con· 
sent of Backus and the public-utility crowd is reputed to be 
vhtually the governor of our State. 

These swindlers operated either by the license or the acqui
e~cence of the State securities commission. The State author
ities did not move, as they should, in the matter, and there 
would not have been any criminal prosecution but for Lafay
ette French, the United States district attorney, who convicted 
the whole outfit. Why did the governor keep A. E. Nelson in 
office 18 months after the charges had been launched against 
him, and why did he oppose any criminal prosecutions in this 
matter? 

THE FOSHAY FLOTATIONS 

This concern operated under the license of the State securities 
commission. The go-vernor in a public address described Mr. 
Foshay as the Alexander Hamilton of Minnesota. Alexander 
Hamilton was a financier, but of a different variety. 

Last September, when the Foshay Tower was being dedicated, 
our governor stood before a large audience and announced to 
the people of our State that Foshay had done more for Minne
sota than any other man in many years. If the governor had 
used the preposition "to" instead of "for," he would have 
for the first time in all his six years as governor been serving 

the people of the State . . What was the governor's State secur
ities commission doing while Mr. Foshay was reaching down 
into the pockets of the people to the extent of many millions of 
dollars? Why did not the governor sound the tocsin and 
warn the people against this " Mississippi bubble," instead of 
selling himself as Foshay's head high-powered salesman? Why 
has he been so deeply silent ever since the bubble burst? 
Certainly these are fair questions. 

I will take time for just one illustration out of many that 
could be cited of this modern Alexander Hamilton's wizardry. 
He bought the power plant at Little Falls for $30.000, floated a 
corporation of a million dollars upon this property, and with the 
advice and consent of the governor's commission sold it to the 
people of Minnesota. 

Do not you think that now, since he has laid aside his execu
tive robes and become a candidate for the United States Senate 
toga that the governor should " unlax " and take tile people into 
his confidence and give some explanation concerning this lean
ing, or " tottering," tower fraud which he by his own personality 
and with all the dignity of the governor of our great State 
aided with the persuasion of his own golden tongue? 

If he feels that this would be condescending and destroy his 
quiet dignity, d<? not you think that he should require his com
mission to explain? I can not for the world see why such an 
honest man as Teddy should insist that his commission be not 
investigated. 

Do you suppose, if he should by mistake .get into the United 
States Senate, he would persist in this peculiar mental slant 
and on a much larger scale permit conditions to afflict not only 
the people of Minnesota but of the entire Nation? 

TH1II TEN THOUSAND LAKES MUSKRAT FARMS (INC.) 

Here is another instance of the disappearance of $2,000,000 
from the pockets of the people by and with the advice and con
sent of the governor's virtuous State securities commission. 
Some of the promoters have been indicted and some have 
escaped. 

The grand-jury tnvestigation brought out that 6,000 units, 
18,000 rats, bad been so-ld to the public for over $600,000, where 
in reality they had only 230 rats to sell. The securities com
mis ion· knew, because they had affidavits before them of farm
ers who lived upon these lakes that there was not a rat in the 
lakes, because in the winter there were no rat houses, and 
without such houses no rat could live through the winter. Yet 
the securities commission took the unsupported statement of the 
men interested. Would not you think that a just governor 
would be glad to have such skull duggery investigated instead 
of telling the grand jury that he had investigated and that 
everything was all right? Maybe the governor is blind. 

What would they do to me if I had such skeletons in my 
political closet? Hundreds of the most brilliant, ingenious, un
scru~ulous newspaper minds in the State, helped out liberally 
by eastern talent, are hired to manufacture daily clever poison
ous columns of mud barrage. They are having a hard time to 
find material. It must give one a kingly feeling to know the 
highways of information can be closed at will. No wonder such 
security induces the Mussolini complex, which refu es to dignify 
any question, however pertinent, with a reply. But surely the 
governor must answer why he gave a letter used in photostatic 
copy in their stock-selling campaign recommending such invest
ments when the slightest exertion upon his part would have 
informed him of the ratless condition of the Lakes. Were the 
governor and the membel;'s of his State securities commission 
asleep when this fraud was being perpetrated? Had the gov
ernor again gone blind? The governor said that the State se
curities commission were all right and that no investigation was 
necessary. Why did the governor feel that way? How do the 
victims feel? I consider these proper questions. 

THE DIAliiOND MOTOR PARTS CO. (INC.) 

The Federal authorities after six weeks' investigation have 
found that this company, another pet of the State securities 
commission, bas taken millions of dollars from the people. 
Twenty-nine indictments have been found, but indictm·ents but
ter no parsnips. Must the victims take their losses lying down? 
It can not be possible that the governor thinks that his State 
securities cominission, being Cresar's wife, can do no wrong? 
I should think it would be a proper question to ask him why, 
having their signed resignations, he has permitted appointees of 
his to remain in office when he has direct and certain knowledge 
that the people of this State bad been robbed and mulcted out of 
millions of dollars as a result of their corrupt conduct. 1\Iaybe 
the real governor, W. I. Norton, will not allow him to do the 
things that so apparently should be done. 

I was informed just yestei'day by a prominent lawyer of our 
State that this security commission had given a .licE>nse to a cor
poration in Canada that they knew was bankrupt at the time. 
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The license was granted with the understanding that no stock 
should be sold in Minnesota. Its express purpose was to aid the 
gr afters to secureJicenses in other States. I ask the governor if 
that kind of robbery shall continue to advertise the State of 
Minnesota t o other States who may still believe that we have an 
honest blue-sky commission. I am told, upon good authority, 
that the Loeb Arcade was given license to sell bonds · amounting 
to three times the value of the building. The State is infested 
with these financial pirates and the governor's commission, 
whose resignations are in his hands this minute, fails to act, 
and says, with the pirates and grafters and bunco men, that 
everything is all right. 

Is it possible, Mr. Governor, that we can get no redress in 
this State against this piracy and looting outside of the Fed
eral Government? I submit that the people of Minnesota are 
entitled to hear from the governor on these Hems. I am sure 
that all these questions are ethical; certainly, much more 
ethical than the conduct of his State securities commission. 
Would the governor, with his well-known opposition to investi
gations, had he been in the United States Senate, voted against 
Teapot Dome, post-office contracts, and other frauds? 

STATE BANKS 

Due to the governor's opposition the legislature has been 
unable to remedy the State banking situation, and thousands of 
men, women, and children in Minnesota have lost their life's 
savings. The governor's crowd have manipulated matters so as 
to confer upon the State bank examiner unwarranted and arbi
trary powers which have been in turn ruthlessly exercised. In 
short, they have things so arranged that the looted have no 
right to be heard in the courts and have been actually barred 
therefrom. 

I think the governor should explain this to the people of 
Minnesota, and I also think that he should explain how it is 
that his friends can start banks in the State upon an inter
change of their own notes, when the notes themselves would 
not have been taken as security by any responsible financial 
concern. I think the governor owes this explanation to the 
thousands of people who have lost their money in this sort 
of wild-cat banking. If time would permit I would like to tell 
you of the governor's conduct of other departments under his 
immediate jurisdiction. A short detail of the insurance depart
ment would make you gasp. His immediate control of the game 
and fish department, his personal use of it, his demanding the 
signed resignations of the men be appointed, and ' the political 
rotteuness of it would be too long a story for this address. 

SOLDI.ll:RS' PREFERENCE ACT 

The statutes of Minnesota give ex-service men preference in 
appointments to State positions and the constitution of the 
State prohibits the giving of jobs to members of the legislature. 
The governor is under an oath to support the constitution and 
execute the laws. The American Legion and the Veterarts of 
Foreign Wars started legal proceedings to oust the speaker of the 
house, John A. Johnson, from his $3,()()() job in the State rural 
credits bureau upon the ground that Johnson's appointment was 
contrary to the constitution and contrary to the laws of the 
State that demands preference for ex-service men. Several 
capable ex-service men were applicants for this position who had 
rendered service to their country in the World War. The case 
was pending in the district court of Ramsey County. Just be
fore it was called for bearing, J obnson, realizing his untenable 
position, resigned. 

Now, everybody knows the governor appointed John A. John
son. Several other legislators are on the pay roll of the State 
r·ural credits bureau in the same way expressly against the 
provisions of the constitution. This man Johnson, as speaker 
of the bouse, broke a precedent that has never before been 
broken, and denied printing to Representative Weeks's resolu
tion for the State to reimburse the victims ot the Cochran
Nelson security commissioner swindle. No doubt the governor 
felt indebted for Johnson's protection of him and his security 
commi sion and therefore chose him in preference to a man who 
erved his country. 

This man Johnson held the office of S~ate legislator. Under 
Cbrist_ian on's appointment he held a $3,000-a-year job fl.Dd by 
the legislature had been appointed on an interim committee at 
$15 a day to inv-estigate the very department, the rural credits 
bureau, upon which be held his job. Is not that something to 
think about? 

I want you people to get a view of what this kind of gov
ernor might do to your State, and why the wise forefathers 
in making our State constitution provided against just such 
an act on the part of the governor. They knew that tyrants 
had been, and that dictators would be, ready to usurp the peo
ple's sovereignty. They knew that economy and efficiency bas 

been the camouflage of every tyrant while destroying the liber
ties and rights of the people. They thought it unwi ·e to thus 
allow the governor to -acquire with his executive power the 
control of the State legislature. So they put it into the State 
constitution that a State legislator could not hold a State office. 
There are only 67 State senators. A majority of the Senate 
would be therefore 34. There are somewhat over 130 State 
representatives, a majority of which, added to the Senate ma
jority, would be approximately 100 men. Tbere~ore a governor 
controlling with appointment to other State offices something 
over 100 State legislators would be in position to usmp the 
functions and powe1·s of that legislature, which, added to his 
executive power, would give him practically a dictatorship. 
One hundred offices out of 10,500 appointments and their em
ployees which the governor has is not very many and coul<l be 
easily accomplished, once the precedent has been firmly set. 

Tile big three is another unconstitutional outrage fatb~red 
and put over upon the people by the governor and Mr. Norton, 
aided and abetted by tbe public utilities. The power of this 
commission appointed by the governor in whose pocket are their 
blank resignations, in defiance of the State law which require.<~ 
definite terms of appointment, to :fix the salaries of over 90 per 
cent of the State employees and t11ereby control their action, is 
a very dangerous power to place into the bands of any execu
tive. A governor who would demand unconstitutional powers 
or would presume to override the Copstitution, I submit, should 
be looked at twice before be is given further power to destroy 
humanity's bard-won liberties. Do you think that the governor's 
side-stepping his oath to defend and uphold the State constitu
tion is a good recommendation to send him to Washington to 
tamper with the people's liberties embodied in the United States 
Constitution? 

This same governor is advocating the United States entrance 
into a division of the League of Nations, the World Court. The 
people of Minnesota should refuse to vote for any man for 
governor in the coming primaries or the coming election, who 
will not renounce the usurpation of the people's liberties, that 
our present goyernor has been perpetrating over a period of the 
last six years. Such power in the hands of our State executive 
is of vital danger to the people's liberties. The public utilities 
and the special interests have long been desirous of concen
trating all the power they can in the governorship. They can 
then center their effort upon the election of a goYerno1· which 
is a state-wide proposition and requires tremendous effort on 
the part of any candidate seeking that office. The chances are 
very slim for any one opposing their tremendous power. If 
there is a :qewspaper that doesn't fall in line with their candi
date, a slight lift of the eyebrow to the local banker will soon 
bring them into line. I'll warrant that three-fourth of the 
editors who are pounding me so viciously will quietly put a 
cross behind my name June 16. 

Members of the American Legion, Veterans of Foreign Wars, 
and the Disabled American Veterans feel that Governor Chris
tianson has not only violated the Constitution, but that he has 
scrapped the soldiers' preference act. I am simply calling at
tention to the facts in this case. 

Governor Christianson's appointment of his favorite, Speaker 
Johnson, to a $3,000 a year job when the law specifies that 
ex-soldiers shall be preferred, is not only discriminatory against 
the ex-soldiers, but is admittedly, by Johnson himself, in viola
tion of the constitution of the State. 

OUR SOLDIER BOYS 

When the war was over, we brought our boys back home and 
thousands upon thousands were maimed and crippled and mu
tilated, both in body and in mind. 

During the World War, it was my privilege to go to France 
and spend considerable time at the front when hostilities were 
at their height, and I have first-hand information· as to what a 
" bell on earth " the trenches were. 

I realize, as a result of this experience, some of the difficul
ties and horrors of war and the awful price in man power we 
paid to win it. I have voted for every law in behalf of soldier 
pensions or bonus and for every relief measure designed to 
protect these helpless men and the widows and orphans left 
behind. 

I have done this with pleasure and with a full realization 
that whatever I may have done did not entitle me to any par
ticular credit because I feel that no American citizen can ever 
do enough to compensate and repay these men who so freely 
gave their lives and service in defense of a nation's honor. I 
stand unalterably for more hospitals and for the extension of 
tbe I a w so that thousands of soldiers now unable to get relief 
and not eligible for compensation or hospitalization can get the 
treatment and the help which this Government owes them. 
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THE GOVER~OR'S AMBI,TlON TO •GO TO THE UNITED STATES SJ!lNATE 

The governor had hardly been sworn in before -he began to 
covet my seat in the United States Senate, to which the people 
had elected me on the same ticket with him. If I could be 
removed, he could make a deal with the lieutenant governor 
to have himself appointed. He knew that the great financial 
power of the State was back of him and so, with the aid and 
help of Bill Brooks, Ed Backus's partner and a member of the 
firm of Backus-Brooks Co., and Republican national committee
man, hi friends began to lay their plans. 

I pad been guilty of making the Backus-Brooks outfit pay 
their back taxes. I was, therefore, mentally and morally 
unequipped to . be a Senator of the United States, a'l rl it was 
only· necessary to get over my deficiencies to the State through 
their servile newspapers in order to dispense with me as Senator. 
So they set about hiring good men for the purpose to patch 
together, from campaign lies and paid-for perjury, a contest 
to deprive me of my seat in the United States Senate to which 
the people of. Minnesota, in the orderly and lawfully pre~cribed 
way, elected me. The gang did not believe it was possible for 
me to win the Republican nomination, but when I did win, 
despite their efforts, lawful and otherwise, mostly otherwise, 
they brought an action before the court in Hennepin County to 
deprive me of that nomination. 

They thought to involve me in a lawsuit that could not be 
decided before the eJection time had come and thereby insure 
my defeat, but I demurred to their complaint instead of answer-· 
ing it as they had expected me to do, thinking I would follow 
the advice of men they had put in my camp, who were posing 
as my friends. I backed my own judgment. This gave oppor
tunity to the court to make its decision immediately. Thus 
the first snare was a voided. 

Ttey believed I couldn't possibly win anyway and set about 
to tighten up the Republican machinery to see to it that I 
·didn't win, · and 36 perfectly good Republican papers continued 
·to pound the Republican candidate for the United States 
Senate while diligently supporting the President and the gov
ernor on the same ticket, but with plently o:i.har·d work, the 
assistance of my many friends, and the help of God, I did win. 

· One of Backus's lieutenants a couple of years ago was_ asked 
if Backus thought the governor could lick Schall in 1930. 
The lieutenant replied, " Backus thinks so, but I don't, and 
have told him so. He insists that it shall be done if it costs 
him a million. I told him, ' It can't be done, Ed., if you 
spent two million. We had nearly all the newspapers in 1924, 
·all political organizations; opposing him the most popular and 
spectacular candidate .Minnesot~ has ever known; we lifted 
40,000 votes and still we didn't get him. And he's stronger 
now than he was then, thanks to the advertisement your fool 
State senate hearings gave him.'" 

During the campaign of 1924 I made 278 speeches. The last 
two weeks, I spoke with a fever that some days reached 104. 

Then, for 48 hours, I watched the doubtful returns coming 
in. When my election was assured, the illness took command. 
I went to bed. For months I was under a doctor's care. 

The next two years were so terrible that I thought, more 
than once, that the readjustment to blindness would be a 
preferable personal tragedy. 

In an undoubted legal way, the sovereign people had nomi-
nated and elected me to the Senate. My political enemies had 

·already attempted twice to nullify the result of the primary. 
Now I had to face, not one, but three attacks upon the validity 
of my election. 

It eems incredible that these shrewd men should have 
believed it possible to substantiate the various charges against 
me. Perhaps they only thought to break my spirit. More 
probably they were looking ahead to the present campaign- of 

·1930 when I must be weakened if reelection were to be pre
vented. 

The first of these· three attacks was an investigation by the 
Hennepin County grand jury of the election in Minneapolis, 
conducted by Floyd Olson, county attorney, who had -been a 
candidate for governor on the same ticket with Senator 
Johnson. After exhaustive hearings no ground for action could 

·be found. 
The second was a contest before the United States Senate. 

That dragged through many months. The subcommittee con
ducting the inquiry reported a complete exoneration of me. The 
whole Committ ee on Privileges and Elections approved that 
verdict. Later the Senate of the United States voted unani
mously to dismiss the contest. 

Certainly th"s should have ended the persecution, but there 
followed a third attack. 

Among my chief sins was my attitude toward electric power. 
During my entire lb years in the House my record had been 
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100 per ·cent for · the commo~ folks. I had been a Roosevelt 
Republican, which did not cause them to look upon me kindly; 
but over and above that I had been instrumental while in the 
House in making certain water-power interests who have for 
many years dominated Minnesota politics pay back taxes to an 
amount of over $3,000,000, and I had also been instru
mental in blocking water-power site grabs in my State. It was 
necessary for these business interests, as they saw it, to get me 
out of the United States Senate. If any one doubts the truth 
of the fight made upon me, I refer them to recent disclosures be
fore the Federal Trade Commission showing the length these 
utility companies will go in eliminating any person or any 
thing, or even a thought, that gets in their way. They secured 
professors to give their lectures in the schools, bought and con
trolled newspapers, and even printed the very texts of the 
schoolbooks, and spent huge sums of money in devious an 
unfair methods to accomplish their end at any cost. These 
interests were and are still in control of Minnesota politics, 
and therefore it was an easy matter for them to secure in the 
State senate the passage of a resolution for another investigation. 

It mattered not that the United States Senate had exonerated 
me. The village council of Mud Lake had as much right to 
investigate my election as the Minnesota State Senate did. The 
plan was to smear me and everything was greased and in readi
ness to do the job thoroughly through reports of the hearings 
through the newspapers. 

Night sessions were held in the State senate chamber. The 
floor and galleries were crowded when they led blind Tom into 
their carefully prepared trap. Like Sampson, they had brought 
him here for sport. I was praying as Sampson must have 
prayed, " God help me, God help me, give me the strength to 
defeat and pull down upon them their temple of perdition, false
hood, and lies," and God did help me, for through no other fo~ce 
could the mfracle have happened. 

The conspiracy was completely shown up through one of their 
own witnesses who became so ill that he thought he was going 
to die; called the priest, took the last sacrament, and made a 
confession. He was advised by the priest to go on the witness , 
stand and tell the whole truth. He testified that $30,000 had 
been offered him to get me and that he and his associates ha1l 
figured out just what they were to say and wrote it down so 
they could all have the same story. He produced from his 
pocket the typewritten testimony that he was to have given 
which fatally coincided with the previous testimony. Of course, 
this blew them clean out of water and the carefully laid plans 
for my political destruction were frustrated. 

The temple had fallen and there were cries and shrieks and 
the sound of guilty feet running to cover. This witness ad
mitted under oath that he had called at the governor's office 
and talked with him about the proposed investigation to unseat 
me. The committee moved into a small room and excluded 
spectators, and the newspaper enthusiasm dwindled. 

The slaughter committee of five was especially pickr¢tl to hang 
me. Inadvertently, or perhaps to make a show of fa..trness, one 
honest and just man was placed upon that committee. His 
name was L. P. Johnson, of Ivanhqe. His political life is in 
danger, for the powers that have run your State .'or many 
years do not want honesty and justice in political 1 ower. I 
hope my friends and every honest man and woman will see to it 
that this noble man is not snuffed out by the forces of evil. 
Jim Carley, Victor Lawson, and the other two members will 
have plenty of backing for their loyal service in this and other 
deeds well performed. 

The committee now began to ask me and my attorneys to 
move for a dismissal. They assured us that they would grant 
it, but I did not want to dismiss it. I wanted to show up the 
dastardly plot they were trying to pull off. I did show them 
up in part. Of course you out there have never heard about it, 
but it is on record in the office of the Secretary of State. It is 
written, sworn testimony. 

It is also on record that this same special committee appointed 
to ruin me were forced by the evidence to report my exonera
tion. 

Here was this powerful political machine stealthily and un
derhandedly trying to destroy me with testimony concerning 
bootleggers which they must have known was an outrageous 
lie. The governor had sanctimoniously taken the benefits of 
enormous contributions for his political promotion from perhaps 
worse than bootleggers. The only bootlegger that I had any· 
thing to do with during that campaign I am sure would rate 
with any of the plutocratic contributors to his campaign fund. 

I did not have money to pay my expenses, sometimes not even 
to buy gasoline. 

The governor was furnished a brand new 7-passenger Paige 
car with which to make his campaign. 
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. My old car broke down out south of here and was in the ditch, 
and I phoned l\lr. Roe, of the Republican State Central Com
mittee, to send me a car, but they could not find any. They 
thought that was a good place for me-in the ditch. 

Finally, an old friend of mine sent his son, who took me in 
his car and drove me for 10 days, had my old car hauled back 
to Minneapolis and fixed up, and had it sent to me up on the 
range in excellent shape. I unloaded from the loaned car into 
my own car and went on with the campaign. Had I not had 
this help I might easily have been beaten, for the accident only 
lost me one speaking date, and I am grateful for the help. 
Later I heard that this young man was under indictment for 
some trivial infringement of the Volstead Act, which he strenu
ously denied, and stood trial, but was convicted, and was sent 
to the St. . Louis County jail for a few months. After he had 
,been there a few weeks a riot of the inmates broke out and 
threatened the lives of the keepers. It was he who frustrated the 
jail break and quelled the riot, and for this heroic and noble 
act was recognized by the President of the United States. That 
is my entire connection with bootleggers, and I feel in -no way 
apologetic. 
· No man or woman comes to me, however lowly or poor .for 
help, that I will turn away unheard. I am, tberefo~e,. criticized 
by the elite and the dainty on account of my assoctates. I am 
proud of the friend hip of these common folks, of whom I am 
one, and it is because of them and their love for me and their 
willingness to go out and fight and do for me that I have for 
16 years held high office in the State, and I would be an ingrate 
to close access to me when I might be able to help them. I am 
afraid I will have to continue to disappoint, if I remain a Sena
tor the self-appointed virtuous exquisites, the one of "us-don't
yo~-know " sort, for I am just " a plain blunt man that loves his 
friends." . 

We offered to show at that SOHALL smear bearings that the 
governor's campaign bad cost l\lr. Backus $148,000 in 1924. We 
offered to show that over $200,000 was raised for his campaign 
fund at a millionaire's lodge out at Minnetonka, but the com
mittee 4 to 1, denied our offer. We did show through Mr. 
Backu~'s testimony on the stand that $115,000 was raised at the 
Minneapolis Club for his campaign fund, and Mr. Backus ad
mitted that he contributed $15,000 of that fund. There is 
nearly half a million dollars, and that does not include Banker 
Pl'ince's and Banker Lilly's personal bit. You can bet that we 
did not hear about all the contiibutions to the governor. 

Why did not the governor try out his itch for the United 
States Senate in 1928 against IIENRIK SHIPSTEAD? He was the 
Republican leader of the. State. It was his ?uty to ~ead the 

~ paTty fearlessly. Why d1d he who, befo.re this camprugn, ha? 
attached such virtue to party loyalty wait to attack a Republi
can? Because Backus was holding him to take care of ~e in 
1930 as he figured he was the only man in the State who could 
do the trick. It will be decided on the 16th of June whether 
Backus is correct or not. I want my friends to remember that 
that is the day that tells the tale and do not fail to get out 
yourself, whatever the weather, and get every fri.end you can 
out and call for a Republican ballot and see to It that I am 
nominated, for I can not attend to your intere ts in. Washington 
and be out here at the same time. Remember, If I am not 
nominated June 16 I am out of the race for the United States 
Senate. If I am nominated, I will be back here and make the 
State, where I can talk to you personally on some comfortable 
street corner. 

Just another word further concerning that $3,218,000 Mr. 
Backus had to pay into the United States Treasury. He offered 
a million to settle with the Treasury. The Treasury Depart
ment thought it was not safe to make such a settlement for I 
might get up on my hind legs about the matter. A man came to 
me who said 1\Ir. Backus wanted me to know that it was worth 
a half million dollars to him if I would. be reasonable. Had I 
been reasonable, I no doubt to-day would be heralded in the 
same papers that are now telling you what a great man Gov
ernor Christianson is, as one of Minnesota's great United States 
Senators. But since I was not reasonable you will be told what 
a low, vulgar, uncouth, dull, unattractive mediocre,· smoking, 
chewing, swearing, bootlegging scamp I am-but you do not need 
to believe it. 

It is for you to decide whether you have been well represented 
or whether you feel there should be a change. I am willing
always have been willing-to have the result s·o decided. And I 
am confident of the result, because I feel that you will get the 
real facts to the people even if you have to do it by word of 
mouth, and you will be on your guard against last-minute insid
iuus attacks. If there was anything in my life or in my record 
that would hurt me, it would have been heralded to the world 
11 long time ago. 

DBMOCRACY AGAINST GRU •DYISM 

The past year has been an important one in Washington
important to the Nation and especially important to the North
west. Our section, long discriminated against, has sought to 
unlock the chains that bind it and in this effort I have cast my 
votes and exerted such influence as was with me. The record is 
there. 

The issue that has arisen is whether democracy shall triumph 
or whether in our Republic Grundyism shall take its place. We 
of the Northwest feel that we are entitled to a square deal, to a 
deal which will acknowledge our just participation in the bene
fits of legislation, and which shall seek to overcome the handi
caps placed upon us by our land-locked condition. 

We are the farthest away from terminal markets of the 
various sections. We have voted for the interest of the Nation 
and not- for any selfish purpose in the past. We have voted 
for and have helped support the Panama Canal, a great na
tional benefit but one which tied the chains about ourselves all 
the more closely. Ours was the first section to suffer deflation, 
and we have been living on our capital for a considerable time, 
while other sections have gone along on an inflated basis. 

Agriculture, the great basic industry of the country, has been 
made the helot in the economic relationships of the country as a 
whole. 

We were promised relief by both political parties on three 
counts, namely, tariff which would give parity to agriculture, by 
means of a Federal farm marketing act, and by the prompt de
velopment of our inland waterway. I have contributed as best I 
could to the development of all three programs, and right now 
stand for an immediate authorization of a 9-foot channel for 
the upper Mississippi River in connection with the pending 
rivers and harbors bill. 

NINE-FOOT CHANNEL 

Things do not look very good for our getting the 9-foot 
channel in the present river and harbor bill. I am in hopes that 
we will get authorization, but I fear no provision for appro
priation. New ~ork holds the chairmanship of the River and 
Harbors Committee in the House, California the chairmanship 
of the Committee on Commerce in the Senate. Both these 
States are well taken care of through the Panama Canal. The 
East and the western coast are well content. Illinois has been 
taken in on account of her- great number of votes in the House, 
and will get in the Mississippi a 9-foot channel as far as the 
Illinois River. 

The ea tern interests, which are trying to stifle the develop
ment of the Northwest by advocating ea tern waterways and 
withholding Mississippi Valley'development, are doing everything 
they can to defeat every effort to give to the Northwest fair 
and adequate 'Yaterway development. 

When the 1\fissi. ~ippi is properly dredged to a 9-foot depth 
for transportation we shall have an outlet to the sea and this 
means scores of million .. of dollars to Minnesota. 

It means more factories, more industries, better markets for 
the farmers, and more opportunities for the workers. I want 
to stay in the Senate and join hands with my colleague, Senator 
HENRIK SHIPSTEAD, and . the other north we tern progressive 
Senators in this vital fight for the. commercial existence of the 
Northwest. I am chairman of the Interoceanic Canals Com-
mittee. , 

The Eastern States do not change their Congressmen and 
Senators for light or trivial causes. The eastern people realize 
how hard it is to climb the hill where the big committees are 
planted. Committee chairmanships in the Senate go by seniority 
of ervice. A new Senator must begin at the bottom of the 
ladder. 

If my opponent should go to the Senate, it is a well-known 
fact that it would be years before he could obtain a chairman
ship on this or any other committee where his iniluence could 
be exerted to the benefit of the Northwest. You have invested 
16 years of my life in Congress and in the Senate of the United 
States. As chairman of this committee, 1 hold a strategic 
position. As your servant and your Senator, I am in a posi
tion which will enable the people of 4(;his State to obtain better 
results than if your Senator were not chairman of such a 
committee. 

As chairman of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, a 
unique opportunity will be nfforded me, as time goes on, to 
materially help in s~uring the 9-foot channel to Minneapolis. 
Survey has been authorized by Congress for the Nicaraguan 
canal. President Hoover is anxious that this canal be con
structed. If it ·is constructed, my committee will handle the 
bill for uch construction. I do not believe that this canal 
should be constructed prior to the authorization and appropria
tion of the money to make a reality of\ a 9-foot channel to 
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Minneapolis, and I · have no doubt, if I stay in the Untied States 
Senate, that I will be able to bring this about. . 

It is only just that this 9-foot channel be given to the North
west. Eastern industry and eastern capital have too long kept 
us in tow. The construction of the 9-foot cha.nnel will liberate 
us . . It will center the ne~essary life-giving industry here. 

The ~foot channel is immediate farm relief, and to the mil
lions of people of the Northwest it spells economic salvation. 

We of the Northwest have been a -land-locked interior in 
spite of all of our mighty lake frontage and enormous river 
system. It is we who have suffered most from the Panama 
Canal; the other sections reaped the advantage in cheap trans' 
portation of intercoastal trade products. With the deepening 
of the channel we can share in these benefits. It would mean 
that 2,000-ton barges carrying 40 carloads of material would 
link us with the ocean ports of the world. It would make us 
independent of the East and would permit us to have industries 
whic.P now practically are excluded by prohibitive transporta
tion rates. It would raise the price of wheat 14 or 15 cents a 
bushel alone and other farm products in proportion. 

As vital as this project is to the Northwest's welfare, we 
must demand that we get it, and the relief it will provide from 
discriminatory rates, before we consent to large expenditures 
being made to build the Nicaraguan canal. It will mean security 
and future prosperity to us to be on a waterway which can 
tra:qsport our produce to the markets of the world from our 
very doorstep, and, ·in return, supply us with our freight needs. 
, Opposition will be unthinkable when each and all . realize 
the benefits. The preliminary report of the Chief of Engineers 
recognizes the :necessity of this work. President Hoover is com-
mitted to it. . 
~t one sweep the western and northwestern products would 

be moved 1,500 miles neal'er their markets and the discrepancy 
betwee~ western and eastern industry would be removed. 

It. is to the interest of the East that we do not have this 
waterway, and shall be forced to patronize their markets with 
all the handicap of high freight duties. The battle has come to 
such a point that the growing rift , between the East and the 
West is aEsuming threatening propol'tions. .It has not been 
helped a bit by the talk of backward States talking "darn" 
small, and it will not be furthered a bit by the election of the 
prot~ge of the author of this slogan. 

GRUNDY OR VARE 

I was for the seating ·of Vare in the United States Senate 
because I was against the seating of GRUNDY, and some of the 
newspapers of this State have criticized me when I voted against 
the unseating of Senator-elect Vare, ·of Pennsylvania. When a 
Senator comes from a. sovereign State with a certificate of elec
tion from the proper official, under the Constitution of this Na
tion, I consider it my duty to vote to seat that man. 

When the vote was being taken whether or not to unseat Mr. 
Vare I made this prophecy: "You will kick Vare ·out to-day 
and seat GRUNDY to-morrow." A few days later my Pl'ophecy 
was fulfilled. 

I was against and am against ·expenditure of vast sums of 
money by candidates for public office, but I happen to know that 
the record made by Senator-elect Vare was a record in behalf 
of labor and with a fair regard to the inte'rests of the farmer. 
And taking it all in all, he w.as a good bet regarding western 
interests, considering that he was a Senator from the industrial 
State of Pennsylvania. 

And now, instead of having GRUNDY working in his palatial 
offices in ·washington as a lobbyist, we have him right in the 
United States Senate. 

I saw the handwriting on the wall and told my colleagues 
what would happen. Bill Vare, no matter what his faults may 
have been, would have been a far b2tter man in the United 
States Senate than JosEPH GRUNDY, who thinks that we in 
the Middle West are sons of the -wild jackass and ignoramuses, 
and who feels that all laws should be enacted for the benefit of 
the manufacturers of the East and Wall Street financiers~ 

I know that if I should be defeated, there would be one man 
in Washington who would extend the rig\lt hand of fellowship 
to my successor, and he will be none other than JoE GRUNDY, of 
Pennsylvania ; and I do not blame him any more than I blame 
Backus for being against me. 

I believe in the progressive fight. I want you who believe in 
progressive principles to call for a Republican ballot and give 
me your vote in this primary election. I am inspired by the 
memory and the friendship and the influence of the great pro
gressives Theodore Roosevelt and Robert ·M. La Follette, and 
it has been the aim and ambition o{ my life to carry on the 
fight for which they so gloriously battled. 

Men and women of Minnesota, this is your battle, and not 
mine alone. Whether I go back to the Senate of the United 
States or not is not the vital question. The big thing for the 

voters of this State to decide is not a matter of personalities. 
It is not a matter of whether you may like one candidate or 
the other-but the big, the real, the vital thing for the men ·and 
women of Minnesota to say on June 16 is whether or not they 
want to nullify the vote of Senator SHIPSTEAD in the United 
States Senate. 

The nomination and election of my opponent will be a wel
come piece of news to the eastern industrialists and to the men 
in tlre United States Senate who have been fighting fair -legis
lation for the Northwest. If that is what you want, then I 
want you to cast your. ballot with your eyes open. If you 
believe in the progressive cause, if you believe in the fight 
we have been making in the United States Senate in behalf 
of the Northwest, I want you to give me your support and your 
vote in this coming primary, and remember that it is June 16. 
Get out and vote. Do not let anything interfere with your 
casting your ballot in these primaries. Your welfare and your 
children's welfare are at stake. 

THE TARIFF 

Despite the · solemn pledges of the Republican Party to give 
the farmer t:he domestic market up to the point he is capable of 
supplying it, the various tariff bills enacted by both Houses of 
Congress have failed to make · good that pledge. The Hawley 
bill, passed in haste, signally failed to accomplish this purpose. 
In fact, it was a cynical and ruthless evasion of the party pledge 
and of the request of President Hoover for a limited revision 
in favor of agriculture. On the contrary, while boosting some 
farm ·rates, it raised industrial rates, in some instances as high 
as 4,000 ·per cent. The bill ·reported · by the Senate Finance 
Committee was almost as great a failure to redeem a solemn 
party pledge. Its spirit was to transform that party pledge into 
a "scrap of paper." 

The progressives of the Northwest were faced with a solemn 
responsibility. Two ways were open. Either to accept the bills 
behind which was tlre spirit of Jos~H GRUNDY, then head of 
the Pennsylvania Manufacturers., Association and commander 
in chief of the lobby army on the ground, or t6 take an inde
pendent course in opposition . to the leadership of the Senate. 
The northwestern Progressive Senators unhesitatingly chose the 
course designed to align them with their constituents rather 
than with the industrially controlled group which sought to 
scuttle the promise made to agriculture. 

It was in this way the ·first coalition was formed, a coalition 
which has saved the situation to a large extent, has- improved 
the bill and would have made it a good bill, had not control 
slipped away from them at the last moment when Grundyism 
once more triumphed in the Congress. 

Even with this tliumph, the bill was so greatly improved 
over the original draft that it will be difficult for any con
ference committee to overturn all the benefits <i.Ccorded to 
agriculture in the completed document. 

I was not satisfied with the bill, but hoped that out of con
ference there might emerge something better than the Fordnev
McCumber tariff bill. It looks now as though that hope we~e 
doomed. I shall reserve my right to vote for or against it on 
final passage, depending upon the kind of bill the conference 
reports. Separate votes have been promised on cement, lumber, 
and shingles, and it would be a short-sighted person who did 
not realize these concessions would not have been made had it 
not been for the fight put up by the Northw~st Senators, who 
have borne the brunt of the battle for economic equality for 
agriculture. 
. The bill, as it passed the Senate finally, contained the de
benture feature for making the tariff effective on surplus crops 
and the amendment placing in Congress the power to partici
pate in the flexible provisions of the tariff. In my belief the 
equalization plan was far better, the debenture plan next best. 
· I have favored the debenture clause because it makes pos
sible application of the tariff to surplus crop production and 
furnishes the Federal Farm · Board with an anchor to leaward 
in the event its present machinery does not prove efficacious. 
I had supported the equalization fee but, failing to obtain this 
means of meeting the situation, it has seemed to me wise to 
give the Farm Board every opportunity to· make good; but with 
wheat selling at its present price there is no assurance it will 
do so. It still remains in the experimental stage. It seems 
to me that in the event the Farm Board, despite its best efforts, 
should fail to meet the situation~ . it would welcome possessicn 
of~ such a power as is included in the debenture, a machinery 
supported by the leading farm organizations of the counb·y. 

There are many paper rates given to agriculture, rates which 
swell the percentage of benefits seemingly accorded, but which 
are nullified by the fact we produce these articles in surplus. 
These articles include wheat, rye, barley, ~orn, oats, and pork 
products, while dairy production is dangerously near the sur
plus stage if not already there. 
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Certainly some way should be found, if agriculture is to be on 

a basi of equality with industry, that these surplus products 
should be accorded the benefits of tariff legislation which takes 
it toll upon all consumers, of whom the farmers constitute a 
large bulk. No tariff can be made effective without the equali
zation plan or the debenture plan, OJ: some other similar idea, 
and without such an attachment to the tariff bill I can not see 
how it is going to help the farmer. 

The spirit of Grundyism is not dead, as evidenced by the work 
of the conference committee, which, I observe, has already 
agreed to an increased duty on pig iron and has placed a duty 
of 11;2 cents a pound on sodium chlorate, thereby penalizing the 
farmers' warfare against weeds. 

I was disappointed in the failure to grant a duty on fats and 
oils coming into competition wilh our dairy products. Many of 
the governor's papers are circulating the falsehood that I did 
not vote on this provision. I have not missed a vote in the 
entire tariff bill. 

I have been criticized for voting to increase the tariff on sugar 
0.24 of a cent. This special session of Congre s was expressly 
for the benefit of agriculture. I voted to give a bonus to the 
beet-sugar farmer. After that was twice defeated I joined re
luctantly in voting to raise the tariff which was the next best 
thing. We have 12 sugar-beet factories in the State of Minne
sota. The sugar-beet raiser is certainly a farmer. Most of 
the e competing articles come from the Philippines. If there is 
no other way of protecting our American farmers against the 
cheap oriental labor of the islands, then why retain the islands? 
They want independence. · Let us give it to them heaped, full, 
and overflowing. Under our tariff system there is no reason 
why the coconut should continue to compete with the American 
cow. 

'Ve have just begun the fight for the economic independence 
of the Northwest. We propose to continue that fight until it 
is won-until we have economic justice in-the tariff, a cheaper 
outlet to the Panama Canal by our river systems with a 9-foot 
channel for the upper Mississippi, and a farm act which will 
give relief. . 

We demand cheaper transportation rates. The way should be 
open to Northwest products, not only by means of the river ' and 
the Gulf ports but by way of the Great Lakes and the St. 
Lawrence River. 

SE!'i"ATOR SHIPSTEAD AGAINST THE GOVERNOR 

Many of my friends had hoped that I would not have opposi
tion in the coming primaries because of my efforts in behalf of 
the farmers and the business- men of the Northwest, but I knew 
over two years ~go that this could not be true since 1\Ir. Backus 
had otherwise planned. I understand that there is to be an
other candidate on the Republican ticket to the United States 
Senate. Some of my friends have informed me that those who 
desire my defeat are laying plans to have a man with a German 
name file at the last moment, a man who will be violently wet, 
and then form wet organizations to advance his candidacy. 

Of course the governor and his friends would naturally think 
that this would take at least 50,000 votes from ToM ScHALL. 

I do not know who the man will be, but I want the voters to 
watch and see if he is not some employee in one of our State 
offices-perhaps he will turn out to be one of the extra thousand 
useless State employees that the governor has burdened us 
with during his administration with a loss to our treasury of 
over a million dollars a year. I am against political trickery, 
and time and again I said "No" when my friends proposed 
that some Scandinavian name should be put on the ticket. 
I am willing to battle it out with the governor toe to toe, and 
ask no quarter other than my merit and ability deserve, and 
he, with all his five sen es, his State political machine, and his 
immense financial backing should be willing to let the voters 
decide without a third man in the race. It was said that he 
lacked the courage to run against SHIPSTEAD. I did not credit 
that. I thought, and still think; it was Backus that was keep
ing him out to take me in '30. I :fight in the open. I hire no 
decoys. I have no money to hire mud slingers or stool pigeons 
to locate themselves in my opponent's camp, and I would not 
hire them if I bad. 

I have been happy and I think the people of Minnesota have 
been fortunate that I have had as my colleague in the United 

- States Senate, HENRIK SHIPSTEAD. 

Two years ago your people elected Senator SHIPSTEAD by an 
overwhelming majority-the largest majority ever given any 
man in our State. I can not believe that the people of this 
State want the work and votes of HENRIK SHIPSTEAD nullified 
and that is exactly what would be done should you send the 
governor to take my place. I can not see how Senator SHIPSTEAD, 
if elected as a Republican, could have voted any differently 
than he has in view of the interest of the State he represents. 

He is, in reality, a progressive Republican and holds the chair
manship of the important Printing Committee under the Repub
licans. You know that my votes have been the same as Senator 
SHIPBTEAD upon all vital questions pertaining to our State and 
to the Northwest. 

If you look at the record of the governor during his many 
years in our State legislature and the last six years as governor 
you will find that his mental attitude on public questions is 
directly opposed to that of HENRIK SHIPSTEAD. 

The governor's associations and connections ha-ve been such 
and will be such that he would be unwilling and unable to 
Moperate with the progressive Republicans in Congress. His 
votes, consistent with his past record, anyone would know 
would be the very opposite of the votes cast by SHIPBTEAD, 
BoRAH, NoRRIS, LA FoLLETTE, BLAINE, FRAziER, NoRBECK, 
HoWELL, McMASTER, BROOKHART, and NYE. 

I leave it to you if it is not a known fact that the governor, 
who has three times asked the people of Minnesota to elect and 
reelect him and who now seeks to elbow me out when I have 
had but one term, is not the very embodiment of every principle 
and every effort that is being made by privileged wealth and 
arrogant power in our State to hamstring and destroy the 
efforts of the progressive men in the United States Senate. 

If the governor is going to vote the same as I have with the 
progressive Republicans and for the interests of the Northwest, 
let him tell you why he should now seek to replace me. I 
noticed in his statement of filing that the governor is not so 
strong a standpat Republican as he was two years ago. He 
says he is now independent and that the people of the State 
know well his attitude through his magazine articles and 
speeches he has made. I read his magazine articles referred 
to and I want to say that he now takes the same attitude 
as I have taken and the coalition has taken on the tariff ques
tion. If he is not going to vote as I have voted with the 
progressive Republican Senators, then I can not see how the 
people are going to be in any better position by his election, 
and I can not see any reason for his being a candidate than 
to satisfy Backus's personal ambition and his own. 

If the governor agrees with me on the tariff why did every 
one of the governor's newspapers, now valiantly supporting 
him, oppose the position we of the coalition took? If the gov
ernor were the best governor that Minnesota has ever bad, 
which, of course, is not true, for his administration has been 
the worst that Minnesota has ever known, but for the sake 
of argument let us say that he was the best governor that Min
nesota has ever known, still there could be no good reason to com
mon-sense people desiring benefit to come to our State through 
their representative, for supplanting me with him. I have had 
16 years' experience in the very work I am to go on with. He 
has not had a bit. Admitting that he is twice as smart as I am, 
it would take him at least eight years to catch up. I am 
chairman of the Interoceanic Canals Committee. I am in posi
tion to be of real service to the State of Minnesota. It would 
be at least six years if he were as fortunate as I have been, 
in his committee assignments to arrive at the position I now 
hold. Then why, in the name of benefit to our State, make a 
change? 

Would he have voted fur the equalization fee or against it? 
Would he have voted for the debenture plan or against it? 
Would he have voted with the progressive Republicans of the 
Northwest for farm reijef or against it? Would he have voted 
as I have voted and the rest of the progre ive Republican 
have voted in behalf of the interests of the Northwest on the 
tariff bill or would he have taken his order. from GRUNDY of 
Pennsylvania? I ask him to tell you whether or not he 
honest-ly feels that his record of six years as Governor of 
Minne ota better qualifies him to represent the interests of 
the Northwest than I should be able to do with 16 years of 
experience in Congress? 

CHAIN STORES 

The situation in Minnesota to-day is far different from what 
it was 10 years ago. In the past few years more than 3,000 
independent merchants in Minnesota have been put out of busi
ness by chain stores owned and operated from Wall Street. 
As a result of th.is condition the smaller communities of this 
State are facing a crisis. No State and no nation can remain 
great or carry on and fulfill the high ideals of our founding 
fathers when they lose their independence and their ability to 
make a living. They become instead white collared or over
ailed employees. 

The organized capital of the East has gained a foothold in 
our State and in every State, which calls for your sober thought 
and for some pretty straight action on your part, and one of 
the ways in which you can make your influence felt and ex
press your convictions with regard to this condition is by 
casting your ballot at every primary and election that takes 
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place. The primary is even more important than the elect!on. 
The consolidated interests put their efforts into the norruna
tion, for the people are less suspicious then than later, and the 
candidates they des.ire to eliminate are generally poor men 
without funds and therefore unable to get their side across 
throughout our great State. 

Do you remember the early part of last February our gov
ernor went to New York, hobnobbed with and spoke upon the 
same platform as J. C. Penney, founder and presiden~ of t~e 
chain stores organization of the country? Do you thrnk th1s 
trip had anything to do with the governor's friend, Mr. W. I. 
Norton, visiting New York a couple of ·weeks later? Does ~r. 
Norton think he can not only secure control of the State legis
lature of Minnesota but elect a governor and a United States 
Senator? 

The echo of the governor's and Chain Store Penney's brave 
words on law enforcement had hardly died away when news 
came of the di~covery of the lack of law enforcement on the 
part of his securities commission back the1·e in Minnesota. 
Instead of going to the capitol when he arrived in the T"\\<"i.n 
Cities, he went straight to the courthouse in Hennepin County, 
and the newspapers informed us he visited the county attorney 
and his appointee the judge, who was handling the grand jury, 
who at that time were considerably worried about how 230 musk
rats could possibly be sold as 18,000. 

No man should be ashamed of his friends, and I want More
Ted-and-less-taxes to tell you when he is campaigning in the 
next few weeks whether or not he is proud of his chain-store 
friend, J. C. Penney. 

Concentration of wealth and of power in Wall Street and in 
the East spells the absolute bankruptcy of the Northwest. I 
have always fought the concentration of wealth, and for a long 
time I and a handful of progre sives in Congress were alone 
in this fight. For many years the small business man and 
the farmer, scared by the propaganda of the newspapers in 
which they believed, fought their friends, but they are getting 
their eyes open as to how the East manipulates the western 
newspapers. 

The newspapers are not fighting ToM SOHALL from a personal 
motive. 'l'hey are fighting me because of my stand for i)ro
iressive legislation while a Member of Congress and of the 
United States Senate. I will warrant that most of them will 
vote for me. Many of them want to be right but can not and 
live. They are fighting me because their advertisers have not 
been able to put their finger on or control me while I have been 
a United States Senator, and if I go back to the Senate of the 
United States you will be sure that the privileged interests, the 
racketeers, and the " Get-rich-quick Wallingfords" will never 
control the Senators from Minnesota. No ganO', clique, organi
zation, or corporation have a 5-cent piece invested in the office 
I hold. 

I wanted to call to your attention, and I wish you would check 
it up, that every rural paper villifying me and boosting my 
opponent carries the largest and best paid ads of the chain 
stores of this country. 

I am opposed to chain stores, chained banks, chained news
papers, and chained politicians. 

Why do not these Backus-Teddy-Norton newspapers follow 
their champion's opening battle-cry declaration, " Principles 
not personalitie ," and talk .records? I have a record of a 
hundred per cent for the common people over a period of 16 
years, and I will give anyone $1,000 who will point out one 

. place in that 16-year record where I have voted against the 
worker, the farmer, the ex-service man, or the common folks. 
These same newspapers could make more money pointing such 

- a vote out if there were one, and that a_pplies also to the paid 
clackers. Ask them when you hear them berating me why they 
do not collect that thousand dollars? Certainly, if there was 
anything wrong with that record you would bear about it, and 
because there is not you hear falsehood of personality and 
prejudice. 

When I go back to the United States Senate I will go back 
unchained, with no strings tied to me, and with no obligatio!! to 
any interest except the welfare of the people of my ·state, and if 
I remain in office shall continue to have such a record that no 
honest man or woman need blush for it. Records are the test 
of public men. 

THE NEWSPAPER1S FRANKING PRIVILEGE 

I have no machine, · such as my opponent boasts, and I can 
only reach you through the limited time I am given on the 
radio and through the franking privilege which allows a Repre
sentative in Congress to send you the facts. 

Many of the newspapers who are opposing me in this cam
paign bitterly denounce the use of the frank. It is the only 
way in which a poor man in Congress C!!n reach his constituents 
and give them the truth. 

Newspapers are· controlled by their advertising columns, and 
the big advertisers in these newspapers are not for ToM ScHALL. 
The cost of printing every speech or piece of information that 
is sent out to · the voters is paid for by the Senator or Congress
men and not "by the Government. Newspapers have a free 
franking privilege of sending newspapers to readers in the 
county where they are pub1.i.:;J::.ed. 

I mention these facts because these newspapers and the 
governor have taken occasion at numerous times to try to mis
lead the voters as to what the franking privilege consists of. 

Men and women, it is your safeguard. It is the one avenue 
through which a man without a fortune and not backed by 
millionaires and privileged wealth can reach the people and tell 
them the truth. 

I want the people of Minnesota to get the truth and exercise 
your honest judgment uninfl.uenced by prejudice, malice, or 
ill will. 

Do you realize that l\Ir. Backus and his associated companies 
conh·ol the paper supply of the Northwest? 

Do you realize that he has made the statement that he would 
spend a million dollars to defeat me? 

Can you not see by controlling the paper supply of the North
west Edward W. Backus can and does control a great many 
newspapers, whether the newspaper men will admit the fact 
or not. 

In Ottertail County alone the Fergus Falls Journal is costing 
the taxpayers of this country $50,000 a year, so I am informed 
by my friend, State Senator Lund, of Vining, who recently 
secured from the Post Office Department the details and IQodus 
operandi. 

He figured it out that this paper, which is so strong in de
nouncing me for using the frank to get honest information to 
the people is costing the Government $50,000 a year for its free 
franking privilege. Yet this paper, together with a hundred 
or more other Eastern-guided editors all over this State are 
using the franking privilege themselves to spread the denun
ciation of your Senator for using his official frank, and are 
blaming the fiscal shortage in the Post Office Department upon 
your ·Senator's frank. 

I have sent in the last six years probably four speeches. If 
the governor, Backus, Norton, and Brooks had not kept me 
busy defending a silly trumped-up contest I would have prob
ably had time to send you some more. 

If these four little envelopes so sent you cause a financial 
deficit, what must be the loss on the heavy paper going out 
constantly throughout the entire year. They remind me of 
Dickens's Artful Dodger, who, having stolen a handkerchief,. 
tells with much gusto bow he joined the crowd in pur uit of the 
innocent victim~ Oliver Twist, and yelled, " Thief, thief, and 
me with the wipe in me pocket!" 

Is it any wonder, my friends, that public men in doing their 
duty are forced out of office, or must surrender to this tre
mendous pressure, that keeps banging away at you night and 
day? 

The governor's f.riends are out making the silly and false 
charge that I got money from bootleggers, yet they know that 
his campaign for the governorship ran into hundre<l.s of thou
sands of dollars. 

Here is the governor out speaking, who formerly published 
the Dawson Sentinel, and sent it throughout the county free 
to his subscribers, trying to mislead the people as to the Con
gressman's franking privilege, which is the only w·ay I can 
reach my constituents. Is not that something to think about, 
folks? Is that the kind of man who would insptre confidence; 
in whom you have implicit faith as your representative; to 
whom you would want to trust the destiny of your country and 
your children's country? 

Picture the governor, running hot and heated, criticizing my 
frank, and he "with the wipe in his pocket." 

Hundreds of public officials throughout this State are watch
ing this contest. They are wondering whether it is possible for 
a man to do his duty ; make such men as l\Ir. Backus pay his 
taxes and continue in this great office. 

They are wondering whether a man who does his duty and 
who thinks that every man-big or little-should pay his taxes, 
must be defeated by the determined· onslaught of monopolistic 
special interests. 

They are wondering if a man can be independent or whether 
the crowd that have run this State for the last score of years 
are to penalize me for the fight I have made in behalf of the 
interests of the common people. If I am defeated it will take 
the heart out of every honest public man; if you continue me 
in tb.e United States Senate I am sure it will put com·age into 
the souls of many a public man in this State who wants to be 
right, square, and clean, but whom the powers that run this 
State seek to bend to their own will. 
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This is your case, this is your country, this is your fight. Of 

course, I would like to continue to be Senator. The fighting 
blood in my veins desires it, but it is not e sential; it is not 
for my own ambition ; I am satisfied either way · but let me 
repeat that it is your fight and your country, your 'constitution, 
your rights, your liberties, just as much as it is mine· and 
therefore, it is to your interest just as much as it is td m~ 
that you get out June 16 and get your friends out and see to it 
that I am nominated and if you do I will promise to give you 
information that I have not the money to get printed to send 
to you. I will be in every town and hamlet and village and 
tell you by word of mouth and it will not be a 5 or 10 minute 
talk; it will be as long as you want to stay and listen. There 
is much that the people of my State ought to know-the things 
that are going on in this Government and what is going on in 
the State. I have not the money to purchase the use of this 
microphone long enough to tell you, but I will have time over 
the summer if you see that I am nominated to tell you a lot 
and I will be glad to do it. See to it that I am, nommated. ' 

MERGER 

~he people of the Northwes,t are vitally interested in proper 
railroad service and in seeing that competition and not mo-

. nopoly serves this country. Many of you people listening to 
me to-night recall the time some 25 years ago when the 
merger of the Northern Pacific and the Great Northern was 
befqre this country. 

During that fight, my good friend Theodore Roosevelt, 
President of the United States, with the help of that · great 
commoner, Samuel Van Sant, Governor of Minnesota, who :was 
not afraid to fight for the interests of the people of this State, 
stopped this merger and prevented it becoming a reality. 

What has our governor done to stop this same combination? 
He has not lifted a finger. He could have easily instructed his 
attorney general to intervene and get a hearing. 

Governor Van Sant fought that merger because it was 
agaiRst the interests of the average man and woman. 1\Io
nopoly can never make a great nation. Arbitrary power and 
arbitrary wealth spells the doom of every civilization. 

I am opposed to the merger which brings about a monopoly 
which concentrates power in the hands of one or a few men 
which results in letting the grass grow in the streets of thou
sands of our small communities, and which bt·ings about the 
loss of wages to thousands upon thou ands of railroad men 
and other workers of this country. Let us see what mergers 
mean. 

A few years ago we had competing telephone companies in 
Minnesota. You will remember that you could have a house 
phone from the Northwestern Telephone Co. for $2 a month 
and a house phone from the Tri-State Telephone Co. for $1.50 a 
month. In other words, you were getting the telephone service 
of two competing companies for $3.50 a month. 

Now you are paying, with one company which has a mo
nopoly, $4 a month for your house phone. 

For your office you paid $4 a month to the Northwestern 
Telephone Co. and $3 a month to the Tri-State Co. Now, with 
one company which has the monopoly, you are paying $10.50 
a month. 

The man who now seeks to replace me in the United States 
Senate has been ·Governor of Minnesota for three terms and ha~ 
never lifted his voice or raised his hand to protect the public 
against this steal which runs into millions and millions of dol
lars taken out of the pockets of the business men and the 
common people of this State. 

I happen to have in mind the figures in reference to the finan
cial condition of the Tri-State Telephone Co. taken from a 
report of D. F. Jurgensen, chief engineer and supervisor of 
telephones of the railroad and warehouse commission. 

The gross earnings for 1928 were $5,717,279 36; the net earn
ings for the same year were $2,210,179.32. 

Seven per cent return on an i~vestment has been held by the 
courts as the top rate for a monopolistic public utility. 

Now, the net earnings based on a 7 per cent return would 
make the property of the Tri-State Telephone Co. worth 
$31,573,990.28. 

I want you voters to get this fact, that the real valuation of 
this property is only $14,~72,901.54, and not $31,573,990.28. 

These net earnings are equivalent to 15.37 per cent rate of re
turn on the pre en.t fair-value figure. This means that they are 
getting more than twice a fair rate of return. This means that 
your telephone rates should be reduced by about 25 per cent. 

Has the governor been interested in this matter? Has he 
ever called the attention of the people of this State to this 
unjust tax? Ask yourself why he has not had his attorney 
general bring an action to reduce the telephone rates in this 
State. Is not it a proper question to ask him why he has not 
done so? Perhaps the go~ernor's big friends, Banker Prince or 

Banker Lilly, of St. Paul, who have always contributed hand
somely to the governor's campaign funds and who are also 
interested in chain stores, chained banks, could explain why he 
has not done so. 

FARM RELIEF 

During the past 10 years the farmers of Minnesota and 
of the Northwest have been bled white because of the unjust 
unfair discrimination against their interests. For the past 10 
:years the progre sives of this country have been fighting day 
m and day out to try to pass some law which would cQrrect 
this condition and bring back to normal the condition of the 
American farmer, the American business man, and the American 
laborer. 

In all of this ;fight that we · have been making, we have been 
opposed at every step of the road by the great industrialists 
and the powerful financial captains of industry of the East. 

In the Coolidge a<lministration the progre sives in Congress 
succeeded twice in passing a real farm relief bill based upon 
the equalization fee, but the industrial East saw to it that so 
much pressure was brought upon the President that it was 
vetoed. On five different occasions in my congre ional life I 
had t?e ~rivilege and the plea ure of casting my ballot for the 
equahzatwn fee for a farm bill. I felt that it was the best 
provision to bring speedy and adequate relief to the farmers 
of the Northwest and it would have done so had it become a 
law and it would not have destroyed the marketing machinery 
that has been built up with patient toil over many years. 

Let my opponent tell the people of Minnesota ' if he would 
have voted differently than I did and if he would not have 
voted differently on this biggest of all issues to the Northwest 
let him tell you why he now seeks my defeat when I have voted 
and stood by the best interests of the State of Minnesota. 

After the veto of the farm bill containing the equalization 
fe_e and when the _pres~nt farm bill was passed, I voted again 
wtth the progressives m the Senate for the equalization fee 
as a part of the farm bill. It was defeated by our eastern 
fi~~ncial bosses. -The farm bil~ w_as _passed without this pro
VISion. I voted for the farm bill m 1ts present form with the 
hope that it might bring some relief, with the reservation that 
I would do everything I could to help put the debenture plan 
into the tariff bill. A farm relief bill without an equalization 
fe~ -~r without a deb~nture plan to enable it to function, in my 
opmwn, can never brmg about the relief we are seeking becau e 
without it t_here is no provision to take care of surplus, and it 
can only brmg about chaos, confusion, and unsettling of every 
means of distribution and handling of the crops of the farmers. 

I am for a farm relief bill that will give benefit to the farmers 
but I am against jeopardizing the present methods of distribu~ 
tion and putting into bankruptcy t~ousands of concerns in the 
Northwest, including our cooperatives, until and unless the farm 
relief bill will make adequate provision for a better and safer 
method of distribution. 

· If the equalization fee had gone into effect, it was the judg
ment, not only of the progx:essives in Congress but of every 
great economist and every farm organization that it was a 
workable, feasible plan which would have resulted in bringing 
to the farmer an increase of 42 cents a bushel for his wheat 
and other farm products in proportion as the duty was laid by 
Congress. 

In the fight we ha~e been making for farm relief since we 
could not get the equalization fee, I voted for the debenture 
plan which would give to the farmer who sold his grain or 
other farm products one-half of the tariff. ·In other words. 
if the tariff on wheat were 42 cents a bushel when the farmer 
sold his wheat at the world price, he would receive the world 
price for it and, in addition to that, would receive one-half of 
42 cents or 21 cents a bushel in Government crip which could 
easily be converted into cash. The same plan would apply 
to other farm products. 

I voted to put the debenture plan into the farm relief bill 
for I believed without it the bill would be a farce and a fraud 
upon the farmer and would not and could not carry out the 
promises made by the Republican platform to ag-riculture. 
When the debenture plan \Yas eliminated by the House and 
came back to the Senate and the President seemed so anxious 
to have it passed, I voted for it thinking that perhaps my 
reasoning might not be infallible but with that vote mentally 
reserved that I would do all I could to have the debenture plan 
or the equalization fee attached to the tariff bill which would 
be up later. 

And through the diligent and hard work of the northwestern 
progre sives it was so attached. If the ta riff. bill comes back 
to the Senate without the debenture plan, in my opinion farm 
relief has indeed become a scorpion and a stone. For: as I 
see it, without the d benture plan, it gives the farmer a dollar 
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with one hand and takes from him with the other, through 10 years ~go. Take as an illustration wheat, which my State is 
the things he has to buy, nearly $7. especially interested in, and this would be true of other farm 

The farm bill does bid fair to become a great political rna- products. · 
chine. But as for the relief of the farmer, I am not so sure. This country produces on an average yearly considerably 
I was for this debenture plan because I felt that it would en- over 700,000,000 bushels. Our home market consumes approxi
able the Farm Board to function and to thereby give aid to the mately 600,000,000 bushels. The question is to equalize the 
farmers; and without it I reiterate I do not believe the tariff or amount sold in the domestic market and the surplus that must 
the farm bill will be of value to the farmer because of most of be sold on the world market. The proposed equalization fee 
the things the farmer raises there is a surplus. Along with could be put on or not as the members of the board determined. 
the progressives in the United States Senate, I have fought and This board was to have been made up of 12 men-one from 
voted at all time in the interest ·of the farmer and the inde- each Federal bank district-and the Secretary of Agriculture, 
pendent business man of the Northwest. who was to be ex officio a member of the board and chairman 

THE FLEXIBLE TARIF:I' of it. The cooperative farmers of each district would select 
I voted· to put back into the hands of Congress, where I think fo?-r men who, with t~e Secretary of Agriculture, present 

it belongs, the right to lower or raise the tariff rates. I rlid I three names to the President from which he must choose one 
this because under the Constitution of the United States it is who then would become a member of the board from his dis
provided th~t the only branch of our Government which has trict. Should an equalizing fee be decided upon, I can best 
the right to rai e or levy taxes is the Congre s of the United illu trate it by assuming that we raise 7 bushels of wheat 
States. I voted for this return of power to Congress of the and consume 6: 
flexible clause because I believe that the people of this country The protective tariff on wheat is 42 cents a bushel. This 
should have this power where the Constitution provides it amount of tariff was arrived at through a commission ap
should be, and where the men who sit in Congre s are answer- pointed by the President to investigate the difference of the 
able to their constituents. cost of raising a bushel of wheat in Canada and in the United 

I want my opponent to tell the people of Minnesota if he were States. Now~ 7 goes into 42 six times, which would make an 
in Congress whether he would have voted as Senator SHIPsTEAD equalizing fee of 6 cents to be placed on each of the 7 bushels, 
did, and as I and the rest of the northwestern progressives and this amount of 6 cents a bushel would be held out for the 
did, or whether he would have voted as GRUNDY and BINGHAM purpose of reimbursing the Government for the money ad
and the representatives of the industrial East. vanced. Thus the farmer would receive for the 6 bushels of 

One of the objections that was made to an equalization fee or wheat that were consumed in the domestic market the world 
to the debenture plan was that it was asking the Government to price, plus 42 cents. plus transportation, and for the 1 bushel 
appropriate money for the purpose of as isting the farmers. of wheat that would be sold abroad he would receive the 

Let me give you a few facts that ought to convince any man world price minus the transportation to Liverpool, which is the 
or woman in the State of Minnesota that we did not have to center of the world market. Thus can readily be seen the 
take money from the Government but that we had the money advantage to the farmer, for he is now receiving for all 7 
of the farmers of the Northwest in the Treasury of the United bushels of wheat the world price minus transportation to 
States, ample and sufficient to try out the equalization fee. Liverpool, and he must continue to receive that price so long 

In 1918 the people of this State well recall the drives that a.s he produces a surplus. 
were made in order to raise funds to carry on and help our boys If the world price is $1, it is a fair assumption that the home 
who were fighting on the battlefields of France. During that market should be at least $1.50. The farmer would receive 
time we bad a good many " dollar-a-year " men who sat in $1.50 for 6 bushels of wheat, which would net him $9, and $1 
swivel chairs and "volunteered" to serve their country. I for the 1 bushel sold at the world price, which would net l;l.im 
want to give you one example of bow it worked out, and that for the 7 bushels of wheat $10, thus giving him a clear profit 
is with reference to the United States Grain Corporation which through the equalization fee of $3 on his 7 bushels ·of wheat 
functioned during the 'Vorld War. without being obligated to the Government or to anyone else. If 

During that time the price which the farmer could receive for overproduction increased the amount of wheat that must go to 
his wheat and his grain was arbitrarily limited by the Grain the world market, it would reduce the number of bushels upon 
Corporation, and they purchased the grain from the American which he would receive the home price in proportion as the 
farmer at less than its market value and then sold it t o the excess grew, and this of itself would regulate production and 
Allies at a profit of anywhere from $2 to $3 to $4 a bushel merely be a question, as it is bound to be in any instance, of 
above the price received by the farmers. supply and demand. It would give the farmer the benefit of the 

This profit mounted so rapidly that million· of dollar were in tariff which he does not have now wherever surplus of produc
the hands of the Grain Corporation. The "dollar-a-year" men tion is had, and without making the tariff effective to the 
were paid out of this fund, the highest salary being $50,000, farmer there can be no parity betwen industry and agriculture. 
some $25,000, and running on down. After these enormous sal- I voted for these measures because I felt it was for the best 
aries had been paid retroactively there still remained in the interests of the entire Nation. I voted for these measures and 
Treasury millions and millions of dollars. Many of these mil- worked for them day in and day out because I knew that this 
lions were invested in eastern relief bonds and were lost. The Government owed that kind of service to the farmers and the 
people know nothing about this, but after all the salaries were be t interests of the Northwest. 
paid and the eastern loss of millions and millions, there was During thes~ last 10 years my opponent has invariably fought 
placed in the Treasury of the United States approximately eyery organization· and every effort to try to bring about condi
$70,000,000. This money belonged to the grain farmers of this twns that would better the lot of the farmers and the ordinary 
country. I never have found out exactly bow much money went business men of the Northwest. 
into Near East relief bonds, but I am told it was considerably During these six years that he has been governor let him tell 
above $50,000,000. you where once he raised his voice or exercised his influence 
. Truly a laudable effort upon our part to help humanity, but in behalf of an equalization fee, in behalf of a debenture clause, 
do not forget that those millions that were invested in Near or against the writing of a tariff bill by the eastern industrial-

. East Relief funds did not come out of the pockets of the · Steel ists, and maybe he can explain why the newspapers that are 
Trusts or the railroads, or the industrial captains of the East. now supporting him are the same newspapers that wanted the 
It came out of the pockets of the wheat farmers, and that northwestern progressiv.e Senators to vote in the recent tariff 
money bas been a total loss to the United States. bill with the GRUNDYS and the BINGHAMS, but which the north-

That is not the whole story. The accumulated interest com- western Senators did not do. 
pounded annually at 3 per cent on these millions would make coNcLusiON 
available to-day nearly $100,000,000 of the farmers' money 1\Irs. Schall tells me I have half a minute left. 
which the progressives in Congress were merely asking the 1. If you believe in fair treatment to the soldiers and sailors 
Government to use in an effort to try to put into effect the of the United States, I ask you for your vote in this coming 
equalization plan. All they asked was that a board of 12 be election. 
formed and their salaries paid out of the Treasury to take care 2. If you believe in justice to the American farmer, I ask 
of this equalization plan. · . for your support on primary day. 

The present farm relief bill appropriated $500,000,000 for the 3. If you believe that a man whose record for 16 years in 
aid of the farmer, and it will not aid him as would the equaliza- behalf of the worker has been a hundred per cent warrants your 
tion fee have done, which asked no charity. All it asked was keeping him, I am entitled to your support. 
that it use the farmers' money already in the Treasury to pay 4. If you believe that the independent merchants and business 
the salaries of this board. The present farm relief bill has men of this State should survive, I ask your vote and support. 
not shown much aid so far. When this money runs out we 5. If you are in favor of a 9-foot channel and want to bring 
will have to appropriate more to keep it going or repeal it and it about do you not believe that the man who is chairman of 
substitute the equalization fee, which should have been done the interoceanic Canals Committee and thereby in a unique 
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po ition to assist in securing it is a better bet as your United 
States Senator than a man without that position? 

6. If you belieYe that rich men should pay their taxes as 
well a s poor men and that Backus should not control a Senator 
in the United States Senate, I am entitled to your vote. 

7. If you believe in a tariff that will protect the farmers 
and bu iness interests of the Northwest, I feel that I should 
have your support and go back to the United States Senate. 

If the men and women of this State believe in the progressive 
prinCiples, I should ha>e your support. Send me back to the 
United States Senate where I may join hands, not only with 
my colleague, Senator SHIPSTEAD, but with Senators BoRAH, 
JoHNSON, CouzENs, BLAINE, LA FoLLETTE, NYE, FRAZIER, NoRRIS, 
BRooKHART, NoRBECK, McMAsTER, PINE, CUTTING, and HowELL. 

In leaving you to-night and going back to the duties of my 
office at Washington, I want to leave this final word with you 
that this is a hard fight; that, as I have said, I have no organ
ization; that the powerful interests of the East as well as their 
cohorts of the West will do everything they can -to brin~ about 
my defeat. 

While I have been in Washington fighting your battles, it 
has been the privilege of my opponent to campaign over the 
State of Minnesota. I want him to answer a few of the ques
tions and r. few of the propositions I have presented to you to
night. I want. my opponent to tell you wherein his vote will 
be different as affects the interests and welfare of the people 
of this State. 

If you believe in the cause for which I have always been 
fighting, if you believe in the ideals of our great Nation, if you 
believe that the men and women of our country and the boy~ 
and girls of our land are the greatest asset of a nation and that 
colossal wealth and privileged power should not control our 
Government, write me and let me know that you are back of 
me in this fight and that you will support me and see your 
friends and carry to them, not merely the message of ToM 
ScHALL, but the message of the progressive cause and of the 
men and women of the Northwest who demand a progressive 
Republican in the United States Senate. 

The fight has just begun. It is the battle of the West againi:lt 
the East, it is the battle of the worker against the minions 
of Midas, it is the tiller of the soil against the commercial 
East, it is progressivism against Grundyism. On which side 
will you cast your influence? On the side of the East, on the 
side of Grundyism, on the side of mammon and the millions 
behind the · throne, or will you cast your ballot on the side of 
the West, the toiler, the farmer, and progressivism with the 
men who have opposed monopoly, trust, mergers, against chain 
stores, chain banks, chain newspapers, and chain politicians? 

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE ~R WELLSBURG, W. VA. 

Mr. McNARY obtained the floor. 
Mr. FESS. l\Ir. President, will the Senator from Oregon yield 

to me for just a moment? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 

yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. McNARY. I yield. 
1\:Ir. FESS. I desire to call the Senator's attention to the 

fact that there is a bridge bill on the calendar extending the 
time for commencing and completing a bridge on the Ohio 
River. The present franchise ends on to-morrow,' and if it is to 
be extended action should be taken at once. I wonder if the 
Senator will allow me to have the bill considered now as an 
emergency measure? 

Mr. McNARY. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. FESS. I ask unanimous consent for the present c-onsid

eration of the bill (H. R. 10651) to extend the times far com
mencing and completing the construction of a bridge across the 
Ohio River at or near Wellsburg, W. Va. · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bilL 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATIONS 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Morning business is closed. The 
calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. McNARY. l\1r. President, when the Senate concluded its 
· work on Friday last we were considering the District appropria

tion bill. I think it is very important that we conclude the con
sideration of appropriation bills and that they be sent to 
conference. 

Automatically, under the rule, the calendar under Rule VIII 
would come up. I am going to ask unanimous consent to dis-

pense with the call of the calendar this morning and proceed to 
tile consideration of the appropriation bill for the District of 
Columbia. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I should like to inquire when the 

Senator. expects to take up the calendar. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I think if we conclude the 

consideration of the District bill to-day and the Senator from 
New York [Mr. WAGNER] shall be able to proceed with the 
unfinished business, probably we can take up the bills on the 
calendar for consideration to-morrow, or not later than Wednes
day next. 

1\Ir. DILL. There are certain bills on the calendar which 
have been put over from time to time and which it is important 
should receive consideration. 

Mr. McNARY. I am sure the convenience of the Senator will 
be considered in the matter if the request for unanimous consent 
which I now make shall be granted. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. . 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 10813) making appropriations for 
the government of the District of Columbia and other activities 
chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues of such 
District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. C.A.PPEJR. Mr. President, I have made a motion to strike 
out the item for the farmers' proouce market, carrying an appro
priation of $300,000. Changed conditions which have come 
about during the past year or two make this appropriation a 
wanton waste of public funds. 

Mr. McKELLAR. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas 

yield to the Senator from Tennessee? 
Mr. CAPPER. I yield. 
Mr. McKELLAR. I inquire on what page that item appears? 
Mr. CAPPER. It appears on page 7, lines 4 to 13. 
The farmers' produce market provided for by this appropria

tion was thought to be necessary a couple of years ago because of 
the removal of the farmers' retail market adjoining Center 
Market. This was occasioned by the needs of the Federal Gov- • 
ernment in connection with the construction of the Internal 
Revenue Building. · After about two years' discussion a bill 
passed the Congress authorizing an appropriation of $300,000 
for a farmers' produce market. It was supposed to be for the 
benefit of the farmers near the city of Washington and also for 
the benefit of the cansumers. of the city of Washington who 
desire to purchase foodstuffs direct froin the growers. Both 
those two groups, as a matter of fact, are now dissatisfied with 
the proposed location on the southwest water front and are 
appealing to the Congress to postpone the proposed enterprise. 

I have been asked to present to the Senate a letter from the 
Maryland-Virginia Farmers' Marketing Association signed by 
S. B. Shaw, as secretary, and speaking for a great majority of 
the farmers of l\1aryl&nd and Virginia who are interested in a 
farmers' produce market. The letter says: 

In connection with the proposed location of a so-called farmers' 
wholesale market in southwest Washington, the Maryland-Virginia 
Farmers' Marketing Association {an organization of more than 500 
farmers selling produce in Washington) desires to call your attention 
to a change in the f:.lituation which has arisen since the passage of the 
bill a year ago, authorizing an appropriation of $300,000. 

The members of this association have decided to locate themselves 
in connection with the market now under construction by the Union 
Market Cooperation at Fifth Street near Florida Avenue NE., where 
merchants handling about 80 per cent of the commission produce mar
keted in the District of Columbia are establishing themselves. 

I might add that this new market on what is known as the 
Patterson tract, which is referred to by the -Maryland-Virginia 
Farmers' Marketing Association and which in large part will 
take the place of the farmers' produce market provided for in 
the appropriation bill, is being built by private capital at a 
cost of about $750,000. It will undoubtedly meet the needs of 
the situation so far as the farmers of the outlying ter1itory are 
concerned. 

This letter, which was written about two weeks ago, goes on 
to say: 

It tnkes buyers as well as sellers to make a market, and in order 
to make a living in our business we must go where we can sell both 
to the commission merchants and to the retail buying public. 

We can not derive any benefit from a farmers' market located so far 
from the center of population and so far off the "beaten path" as 
that proposed in southwest Washington, because contact with . retail 
purchasers is a matter of vital concern to us. 
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Although this is a District of Columbia matter, we take this oppor

tunity to bring our views to your attention, since this market is to be 
established for tlle convenience of the farmers as well as the citizens 
of Washing-jon. 

So much for the view of the farmers who are interested in 
this project. They simply do not want this market. 

1\fr. President, the next group that is deeply interested in the 
enterprise embraces the consumers of the city of 'Yashin~on. 
They, too, are almost unanimously opposed to th1s. location, 
because it is far removed from the center of population. Fur
thermore, they oppose an unnecessary appropriation of $3~0.~0 
of the public funds contributed by the taxpayers of the D1stnct 
of Columbia. · 

I have here an appeal from the Federation of Citizens' Asso
ciations. That organization has a special committee on mar
kets. Mr. Edwin S. Hege has been the chairman of it for some 
two or three years. That committee have given very close 
attention to the market situation in the District of Columbia. 
They have taken a deep interest in this particular proposition. 
They are unanimously opposed to the location of this market 
in the southwest; and especially they are opposed to the appro
priation of $300,000 at this time, when the money is needed for 
other purposes. I think they are right. I am in hearty sym
pathy with their protest. It, in my opinion, is a wanton waste, 
and for which there can be really no excuse. 

This committee addressed this letter to the Senate in protest
ing against the $300,000 item : 

Fm>ERATION QF CITIZENs' AssociATIONS 

Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, D. a., April 29, JIJSO. 

Senate Otfl.ce Building, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR CAPPER: We respectfully ask your aid in preventing a 

needless and wasteful expenditure of $300,000 raised by District tax
payers. 

The District of Columbia appropriation bill for 1931 (H. R . 10813, 
present session, p. 7, lines 6-15) proposes $300,000 for a farmers' 
wholesale produce market in southwest Washington. 

The Federation of Citizens' Associations (representing 61 bodies with 
upwards of 35,000 members) and other local organizations view the 
proposed appropriation as needless and wasteful, because the farmers 
are locating elsewhere, and, moreover, at no expense to District tax
payers. The matter is explained on pages 11215-1131, hearings before 
House subcommittee on District appropriations, also in recent Senate 
hearings on same item. 

Will you help us to conserve that $300,000 for pressing District needs? 
Very truly yours, 

EDWIN S. HEGE, 
Ohairntan Special Oommittee on Markets, 

3822 Livingston Street NW. 

Mr. President, I might add that I have had appeals from 
practically every one of the 61 citizens' as ociations in Wash
ington except the Southwest Citizens' Association, located in 
the vicinity of the proposed market. There can be no question 
that this special committee on markets comes here with the 
authority of the Federation of Citizens' As ociations and that 
it voices almost unanimously the wishes of the citizens of the 
District of Columbia. 

Right here, 1\fr. President, I should like to read an editorial 
which appeared yesterday in the Sunday Star, a paper, by the 
way, which has taken no active part in this controversy. Yes
terday the Star went so far as to say that the proposed appro
priation is very questionable, and that undoubtedly the inter
est of the taxpayer suggests further consideration and post
ponement. The editorial is as follows: 

THE FARMERS' PRODUCE MARKET 
The $300,000 appropriation for a so-called farmers' produce market ·in 

southwest Washington created more debate than any other single item 
when the District bill passed the House. • • • As this project has 
been controversial from the beginning, it will doubtless cause further 
prolonged discussion iii the Senate. 

The House subcommittee which handled the District bill was over
ridden by the full committee and the item was included ·in the bill. 
The House approved it. It also has been placed in the bill as reported 
from the Senate committee. 

But the objections raised against it certainly raise serious doubts as to 
the advisability of the appropriation. It has been denounced by its 
.opponents in extraordinarily strong language. It has been called inde
fensible, a real estate deal, a railroad scheme, and a sop to the farmers, 
many of whom will not use it. Mr. SIMMONS, Qf Nebraska, speaking 
against it in the House, summarized the debate pretty accurately when 
he declared that "We have talked about the farmers of the South and 

the farmers of the North, and sins have been committed in their name 
before this day, and we have talked about the railroads, but there is no 
one here who has mentioned any obligation to the taxpayers of the city 
of Washington to furnish this market." 

The commissioners, reporting on the legislation, recommended delay. 
There have been new and unexpected developments since the legislation 
was enacted. The site of the proposed substitute for the old Center 
Market-the choice of which will have important bearing on the loca
tion of produce stalls-is still in the air. No one has come forward 
with any definite proof of the fact that when the market is located in 
southwest Washington the farmers of either Virginia or Maryland will 
flock thither, or that the housewives of Washington will flock after them. 

The best argument made in behalf of the legislation was offered by 
Chairman WooD of the House Appropriations Committee, who said that 
Congress would be guilty of a breach of faith if, after authorizing the 
market, it turned about face and changed its mind. Money was invested 
on the strength of the decision of Congress two years ago to build the 
market, and Congress can not now go back on its decision. 

That argument may hold water, provided the Congress is willing to 
share in some equitable proportion the increased demand upon local 
revenues represented by this and other measures in the District bill 
which are not placed in the bill by the taxpayers of the District but by 
the champions in Congress of this, that, and the other proposition that 
they find attractive. The District taxpayers can economize on and do 
without a number of the projects included in the District bill, provided 
Congress is willing for them to economize. The importance of every 
item in the bill is relative. 

As long as the taxpayers can not specify the economies, Congress 
should realize its obligation to participate equitably in the expenses. 

Mr. President, I have here a letter from the new Board of 
District Commissioners, signed by Doctor Reichelderfer, the 
president, dated May 3, which, I think, will convince any 
unprejudiced person that the new market should be delayed, 
and that the $300,000 appropriation at this time is unwise. 
After receiving these protests frolh the Maryland-Virginia 
Farmers' Marketing Association, speaking for the farmers inter
ested in this project, and after receiving the protests of the 
Federation of Citizens' Associations, representing the consum
ers of the District of Columbia, I called the attention of the 
District Commissioners to the objections raised by both pro
ducers and consumers. I received this reply from the preEent 
Board of District Commissioners : 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Washington, May s, 1930. 

Hon. ARTHUR CAPPER, 
United States Se-nate, Washington, D. 0. 

MY DEAR SENATOR CAPPER: Your letter of April 30, addressed to 
Commissioner Reichelderfer, in which you invite the view of the com
missioners on the. suggestion of Edwin S. Hege, chairman of the special 
committee on markets of the Federation of Citizens' Associations, and 
S. B. Shaw, secretary of i:he Maryland-Virginia Farmers' Marketing Asso
ciation, that the appropriation of $300,000 for the so-called farmers 
wholesale . market in southwest Washington, now carried in the Dis
trict of Columbia appropriation bill for 1931, should be postponed on 
account of a change in the situation since the passage of the authoriza
tion act a year ago, has received careful consideration. 

In its report of December 15, 1927, upon the question of a site for 
the farmers' produce market, the former board of commissioners
expressed the view that it ·would be futile to attempt at that time to 
present any definite plan respecting a permanent farmers' market 
because conditions might change materially within ·the next three to five 
years, and recommended that temporary provision for the farmers be 
made pending the clarification of the marketing -situation and -the devel
opment of an adequate solution of the whole produce-center problem. 

Right there I will say that temporary arrangements were 
made. · 

The members of the board expressed their continued adherence to 
these same views when called upon for their opinion at the hearings on 
the 1931 appropriation bill before the subcommittee of the House Com
mittee on Appropriations. (See pp. 768-782 ef the hearings.) The 
present board of commissioners has carefully considered the previous 
history of the matter, including the statements of the fot·mer board at 
the bearings, above referred to, and other pertinent information found 
on pages 1125-1131 of the hearings, and concurs in the views hereto
fore expressed by the former board, but in view of the fact that the 
estimate for the item in question was submitted by the former board 
of commissioners in compliance with the provisions of the act of 
March 2, 1929, which -authorizes and directs the commissioners to 
acquire the whole of squares Nos. 354 and 355 to be used and occupied 
by the District of Columbia as and for the purposes of a wholesale 
farmers' produce market; that the item was approved by the Director 
of the Budget and transmitted to Congress, and that it was included 
in the 1931 appropriation bill as passed by the House, and was retained 
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in the bill ns reported to the Senate by the Senate Appropriation& Com
mittee, the commissioners do not feel that they should make any 
further recommendations in the matter at this time. 

Very sincerely yours, 
BOARD O.fj' COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

L. H. REICHELDERFER, President. 

1\Ir. President, I call attention to the fact that the new com
miSSioner go on record as indorsing the recommendations 
previously made by the members of the board preceding them, 
iri. which they advised temporary provision for at least three to 
five years. They did say in that report of December, 1927, that 
if Congress should decide that a market must be built, the com
missioners would prefer one of two locations-the southwest 
site or the Patterson tract, the Eckington tract. After two 
years' fight, Congress, by a rather close vote in both Houses, 
through influence exerted by powerful business interests, includ
ing commission me:n, bankers, and railroads having a selfish 
intere ·t, finally agreed to authorize an appropriation of $300,000 
for a market in the outhwest. It was a great mistake. 
· The situation, however, has changed since Congr·ess pa sed 
the authorization act. Nothing has been done toward build:ng 
that market. In the meantime, farmers and ommission men 
and others interested have gone ahead with the private project 
at or near Eckington in what is known as the Patterson tract. 
They have made great progress toward a market which is 
costing about $750,000. The farmers interested tell us in the 
commun~cation I have just read to the Senate that the Ecking
ton tract will take care of their requirements. In the opinion 
of the great body of consumers of -the District, this new market 
now nearing completion is more conveniently located and will 
provide all that the consumers of the District need so far as 
a farmers' market is concerned. 

Furthermore, the fact should be taken into cons!deration 
that'"the abandonment of the old Center Market on Pennsylvania 
Avenue ha been again postponed. Center Ma.rket will be used 
at least until January 1. There is temporary provision there 
for farmers. Undoubtedly the practical and, the sensible plan 
is further to postpone the building of this so-called farmers' 
wholesale produce market until we have solved the problem of 
replacing Center Market. The Center Market and the farmers' 
market question should be considered at the same time. We 
will save money for the taxpayers of the District of Columbia 
by delaying action. 

Mr. FRAZIER. 1\fr. Preside:q.t, I desire to quote just a little 
further from the same gentleman from whom the Senator from 
Kansas quoted, S. B. Shaw, secretary and treasurer of the 
Maryland-Virginia Farmers' Marketing Association. I have a 
letter from this gentleman under date of May 1, in which he 
states: 
· In the event that Congress should see fit to continue to ignore the 

wishes and desires of this particular group of farmers-

They represent 500 farmers who sell their produce in Wash
ington, and I understand they are some of the biggest truck 
growers in the vicinity of Washington, both in Maryland and 
Virginia-
and appropriate $300,000 for the location of a farmers' market in 
southwest Washington, the members of the Maryland-Virginia Farmers' 
Marketing Associa tion will not go to that location. Consequently, as 
far as they are concerned, such an appropriation will be an unneces
sary expenditure of public funds. 

He states further: 
Our farmers are not asking for any appropriation but we do request 

that Congress economize the expenditure of public funds to the extent 
of not appropriating $300,000 which our farmers do not want expended. 

1\Ir. ROBINSON of Arkansas. 1\Ir. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da

kota yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
1\Ir. FRAZIER. I am glad to yield. 
l\!r. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Who is sponsoring or seeking 

this appropriation? 
Mr. FRAZIER. I think the Senator from Kansas can answer 

that better than I can. 
Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the Southwest Citizens and 

Business Men's Associations, located on the water front, are the 
principal backers of it. At one time the farmers of Maryland 
and Virginia were very much interested in building a farmers' 
produce market. Then it was a fight for location. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Is this an aftermath of that 
fight for location which we had here for some months or years? 

1\Ir. GLASS. We had a debate in the Senate for days, and I 
mjght say for weeks, as the Senator will recall. This is an 
appropriation approved by the Budget, in accordance with exist
ing law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am inquiring for informa
tion. My memory has not been refreshed about the matter for 
some time, but it occurs to me that this whole subject was very 
fully discussed. I think the bill authorizing this appropriation 
was before the Senate for several weeks, and that it was dis
cussed at very great length. So I am wondering if this is a 
reopening of the old case; or does it present new and material 
aspects? 

Mr. GLASS. I will say to the Senator that it is a reopening 
of the old case, a hammering over of old brass. It commenced 
in ~he other House of Congress on this very bill and the oppo
nents of this appropriation could not get enough 'votes to obtain 
a roll call. They did have a division by tellers and were over
whelmed. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, it is a reopening of the old 
question, there is no doubt about that, but it is a question as to 
whether Congress hall carry out the authorized appropriation 
of $300,000 to build a market down in the southwest for the 
farmers which the farmers do not want. That is the questim1. 

Mr. GLASS. The Senator means that the farmers for whom 
he is peaking do not want it. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkan as. Let us go into that a little, 
because it is an important matter. If the statement just made 
is correct and practically the same sentiment was expressed by 
the Senator from Kansas, as I remember it, then the Senate 
may be justified in taking the course suggested. Is it true, does 
the Senator maintain, that the ):>roposed location of the market 
is repugnant to the farmers as a whole, or does he merely speak 
now for a particular group of them? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, this organization known as 
the Maryland-Virginia Farmers' Marketing Association, accord
ing to their own statement-and I have talked with some of 
their representatives-claim that they represent 500 farmers 
who actually sell ·their produce here in Washington, products 
which they raise. 

1\lr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. How many, all told, sell their 
products in ·washington? 

1\fr. FRAZIER. I do not _know how many there are, but, as 
I understand it, this is the largest farm organization that does 
sell products here in Washington. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the Senator understand 
that the statement he ha read represents the sentiments of a 
majority of the farmers who do sell produ~ts in Washington? 

Mr. CAPPER. They unquestionably do represent a large 
majority of the farmers who are doing business at a wholesale 
produce market. 

1\Ir. TYDlNGS. Mr. President, will the Senator from North 
-Dakota yield to me? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I yield. 
1\lr. TYDINGS. I was quite active in this contest some time 

ago, and I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that the 
association referred to by the Senator from North Dakota repre
sents practically, with a few exceptions, the farmers of Mary
land who live in the vicinity of Washington. In other words, 
instead ,of being a majority of them, in my judgment it repre
sents 90 per cent of them. 

During the hearings on one occasion about 200 Maryland 
farmers appeared in person, and the appearance of 200 Maryland 
farmers in a matter concerning the District of Columbia shows 
very widespread interest in it. I am certain that a majority, 
by far, of all the farmers in my State were not in favor of this 
· :>cation at the time the action was taken before. · 

1\fr. ·FRAZIER I will say further that this organization 
represents at least some of the farmers of Virginia. . 
. Mr. TYDINGS. I was speaking only for Maryland. I can 
not speak for Virginia, because I know ~othing of the conditions 
there. 

l\lr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Since the consideration of the 
bill nuthorizing the location of the market at the point referred 
to, : -re has been no change so far as the sentiment of the 
Mars land farmers is concerned? 

1\lr. TYDINGS. The farmers of Maryland are still opposed 
to it; but I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that I told 
them not more than a week ago that I did not feel the Senate 
had changed its mind as to anything the Senate had done when 
it acted the other time, and that when we get down to it, it is a 
question of votes and not a matter of argument ; that I would 
make the statement that they are still opposed to this location of 
the market. I believe that 90 per cent of them are opposed to 
this location. · 

Mr. FRAZIER. Not only the farmers are opposed -to it, but 
the citizens' association, the citizens who buy the farmers' 
produce, are opposed, too. 

A.s the Senator from Kansas just read in the letter to which 
he referred, representing the Federation of Citizens' Associa-
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tions of the District. of Columbia, they represent 61 citizens' 
associations and comprise upward of 35,000 members, and they, 
too, oppose this expenditure of $300,000 down on the wat~: fro~t 
for the so-called farmers' market. They wound up by saymg, m 
their last sentence: · 

Will you belp us to conserve tbat $300,000 for pressing District 
needs? 

There are a lot of things in the District pressing for appro
priations. We have here in the District of Columbia, in the city 
of Washington, the Capital of the United States, some of. the 
poore t school buildings to be found anywhere on the Amer1can 
continent. We have a lot of so-called portable .school buildings, 
which are a disgrace to this city, and not only a disgrace to the 
city of Washington, but which would be a disgrace to any scliool 
system in the United States. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the Senator 
answer one more question? 

Mr. FRAZIER. I will be glad to do so if I can. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Is it the position of the mem

bers of the citizens' associations of which the Senator has last 
spoken that no market site is necessary, and that the proper 
thing to do is to conserve this $300,000 for other uses of the Dis
trict of Columbia or is it true that in all probability if this 
appropriation be not made the question as to the location of the 
market will be renewed and fought out again? 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, it may be possible that later 
on, ' when the conditions develop, they may ask for an appro
priation for a farmers' market, I do J?.Ot know about that; they 
do not state in their letter. But they do state that they do not 
want the market down in the southwest, on the river front. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What I am trying to ascertain 
is whether their position is that this particular location, which 
has already been selected, is undesirable and that another site 
should in due course-be secured, or whether they a're contending 
that no site whatever is necessary and that the . cost of this 
site may very properly be conserved for other purposes. · 

Mr. FRAZIER. They have at least gone on reco'rd against 
the present site down in the southwest. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But the implication of the 
statement the Senator has read is that no site is required. 

M.r. FRAZIER. · As I understand it, the site up in the north
east to which the Senator from Kansas 'referred, has already 
bee~ established and they are going ahead there with the ll1"ar
ket f!ftld no appropriation is asked from the Government. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Nor will be asked? 
Mr. FRAZIER. I understand not. 
M'r. CAPPER. Mr. President, let me call the attention of 

the Senator from Arkansas to this statement made by tbe spokes
man of this Federation of Citizens' Associations before the Sen
ate Committee on Appropriations only 10 days ago in regard to 
this matter. He said: 

Tbe CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 27, 1930, shows that Hon. 
ROBERT G. SIMM~NS referred to this item, page 6173, as "an unjusti
fied expenditure;" claimed it was opposed before the subcommittee .by 
the Commi sioners of the District ; on page 6178, that the item bad 
"practically nothing in its favor," and tbat tbe expenditure would be 
" an obligation placed on tbe taxpayers of the city of Washington." 
Tbe opposition pf the commissioners_ was also referred to. 

Then be said: 
This $300,000 would provide a farmers' market for " wholesale" 

transactions as a replacement for a farmers' market that functioned 
for botb wholesale and retail transactions. Limited to a wholesale 
basis such a market imposes delay and added expense in produce distri
bution, to the detriment of tbe taxpayers providing the market. There 
is nothing in the law, Public, No. 927, autbori2ing such a market to 
function on a retail basis, a fact that an equity court would hl;l-ve diffi-
culty jn hurdling. . 

A glimpse at the market intended to be replaced is pertinen~. That 
market had for vendors farmers very generally living within 40 miles 
of Washington wbo brought in by trucks and wagons produce raised by 
them and their neighbors, rail shipments being consigned to commis
sion merchants. It had no value for persons ra.ising fruits or vegetables 
at points more tban about 100 miles from Washington. .. . . . . . . 
- Are the taxpayers of the city of Washington to be burdened with a 
$'300,000 expenditure for a wholesale farmers' market in an effort to 
make some private property profitable to the owner thereof? 

We submit that it is significant that tbe District Commissioners, 
the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, some officials of 
tbe Department of Agricnlture, practically an citizens' associations, and 
many other local groups, and the M'aryland-Virginia Farmers' Associa
tion, are opposed to the propo ed wholesale farmers' market. 

In the ligbt of this explanation, we plead that as a matter of simple 
justice tbis appropriation be allowed to go over for · at least a :n-ar. 

That was the me sage b'rought to the Senate Committee on 
Appropriations by the committee sent there representin~ !Jle 
Federation of Citizens' Associations, comprising 61 societies, 
every one in the association except the southwest branch. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. Pr ")sident; I hope the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Kansas will prevail, because I believe it 
would be a useless waste of $300,000 at this time, at. least, to 
make this appropriation. As I said before, there are great 
needs for appropriations for other improvements here in the 
District, and it seems to me this is a chance to save $300,000, 
and it should be saved. . 

Mr. GLASS. Mr. President, I do not propose to occupy the 
time of the Senate more than a minute or two on this proposi
tion. It was thoroughly threshed out in the last Congress. It 
occupied the Senate with animated debate for days and days. 
No new facts have been developed. 

As a matter of fact, on the other occasion I examined the 
alleged protests of alleged citizens' associations and showed that 
at none of the meetings were as many as 25 people present. I 
showed that the District Commissioners were in fa VGr of the 
southwest location. I showed that the Park and Planning 
Commission was in favor of the location. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. GLASS. The most significant of all the facts which were 

presented, and which nobody could successfully dispute, was 
that five-sixths of the produce consumed by the people of Wash
ington is brought from other States, and. that the amount 
brought by these protesting farmers around here would not 
feed Washington for two weeks in the whole year. 

We went over all those facts, and since the site was defi
nitely decided upon 27 commission firms have built and occu
pied buildings down there. I showed that in the immediate 
vicinity is the municipal fish market, doing a gross business of 
$3,000,000 a year through 20 wholesale and retail deal~rs. I 
showed that all the big packers-Cudahy, Armour, Morns, and 
others-are located in the immediate vicinity. I showed that 
the great poultry dealers in Washington are located in that 
vicinity. I showed that there are 27 modern up-to-date stores 
which have now been erected and are occupied by commission 
merchants under leases of from one to five years. Nineteen 
other commission firms have indicated their purpose to go there. 
Storage facilities for the preservation of food, with a capacity 
of 5,000,000 cubic feet, are _located right there with pipe-line 
refrigeration. The dairy products and wholesale supply houses 
of the city are all in favor of it. _ 

I do not want to go over all those things again. I am ready 
now for a vote. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend-
ment offered by the Senator from Kansas. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I demand the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquir:y. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state it. 
Mr. BRATTON, Will the Chair state the pending question 

for the information of Senators? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the pend

ing amendment. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLE&K. On page 7 the Senator from Kansas 

[Mr. CAPPER] proposes to strike out lines 4 to 13, inclusive, as 
follows: 

Farmers' produce ma~ket: For tbe acquisition of squares Nos. 354 
and 355, including all necessary expenses for tbe clearing and leveling 
of the ground, tbe erection of protection sheds and suitab:e stands nnd 
stalls, and the installation of sanitary conveniences and heating and 
telephone service, in accordance with the provisions of tbe act entitled 
"An act authorizing acquisition of a site for the farmers' produce mar
ket, and for other purposes," approved March 2, 1929 ( 45 Stat. 1487), 
$300,000, to be immediately available. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The yeas and nays having been 
ordered, the clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. BLEASE (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the Senator from West Virginia [l\fr. GoFF]. I under
stand if be were present he would vote as I intend to vote. I 
vote "nay." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\Ir. FEss in the chair-when 
Mr. McCuLLocH's name was called). The Chair will announce 
that his colleague the junor Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCUL
LOCH] is paired with the senior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. 
PINE]. If the Senator from Ohio [Mr. McCULLOCH] were pres
ent, be would vote "nay." If the senior Se~ator ,~rom Okla
homa [Mr. PrN.E] were present, -be would vote 'yea. 

Mr. "\VA.TSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]. 
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I am informed that if he were present he would vote as I shall 
vote, and I am therefore at liberty to -vote. I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to inquire whether the senior Sen

ator from Massachusetts [Mr. GILLETT] has voted? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. That Senator has not voted. 
l\lr. SIMMONS. I am advised that he would vote the same 

as I ·hall vote, and I therefore vote. I vote" nay." 
Mr. l\IcNARY. I desire to announce the following general 

pairs: 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DALE] with the Senator 

from Nevada [Mr. PITTMAN]; 
The Senator from Iowa [l\Ir. BRoOKHART] with the Senator 

from Alabama [Mr. BLACK]; 
The Sienator from South Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] with the Sen

ator fTom Louisiana [Mr. BRoussARD]; 
The senior Senator from New Jersey [::\fr. KEA.N] with the 

Senator from Iowa [Mr. STECK] ; 
The Senator from New Hampshire [l\lr. MosEs] with the Sen

ator from Utah [Mr. KING]; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] with the Sen

ator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]; and 
The Senator from Rhode Island [l\lr. HEBERT] with the Sen-

ator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]. . 
I am not advised how any of these Senators would vote on 

this question. • 
Mr. SHEPPARD. I wish to announce that the Senator from 

Florida [Mr. FLETCHER], the Senator from Utah [Mr. KING], and 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH] are all detained 
from the Senate by illness. 

I desire also to announce that the senior Senator -:from Ala
bama .lMr. HEFLIN] is necessarily detained in his home State 
on matters of public importance. 

I also desire to announce that the Senator from Louisiana 
[Mr. BROUSSARD], the Senator from Nevada [Mr. PI'l'TMAN], the 
Senator from Alabama [Mr. BLACK], and the ::Jenator from 
Arizona [Mr. AsHURST] are absent on official business. 

The result was announced-yeas 22, nays 44, as follows: 

Allen 
Blaine · 
Capper 
Couzens 
Dill 
Frazier 

Baird 
Barkley 
Bingham 
Blease 
Bratton 
Brock 
Caraway 
Connally 
Copeland 
Cutting 
Fess 

Ashurst 
Black 
llorah 
Brookhart 
Broussard 
Dale 
Deneen 
Fletcher 

So l\Ir. 

YEAS-22 
Goldsborcugh 
Hatfield 
Hayden 
La Follette 
McNary 
Nye 

Robsion. Ky. 
Schall 
Shipstead 
Steiwer 
Thomas, Idaho 
Townsend 

NAYs-44 
George 
Glass 
Glenn 
Hale 
Harris 

. Harrison 
Hastings 
Hawes 
Jones 
Kendrick 
Keyes 

McKellar 
Metcalf 
Oddie 
Overman 
Phipps 
Ransdell 
Reed 
Robinson , Ark. 
Robi'nson, Ind. 
Sheppard 
Shortridge 

NOT VOTING-30 
Gillett Johnson 
Goff Kean 
Gould King 
Greene McCulloch 
Grundy McMaster 
Hebert Moses 
H eflin Norbeck 
Howell Norris 

CAPPER's amendment was rejected. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

Tydings 
Walcott 
Walsh, Mass. 
Wheeler 

Simmons 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Tbomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, 1\Iont. 
Waterman 
Watson 

Patterson 
Pine 
Pittman 
Smith 
Smoot 
Steck 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Far. 
rell its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to fue amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 11588) 
granting pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers 
and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent 
children of soldiers and sailors of said war. 

The message also announced that the House bad agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes 
of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(H. R. 8531) making appropriations for the Treasury and Post 
Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and 
for other purposes. 

The roes ·aae further announced that the House bad disagreed 
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7955) mak
ing appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of 
the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, 
and for other purposes ; requested a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and that Mr. 
BARBOUR, l\fr. CLAGUE, Mr. TABER-, Mr. CoLLINS, and Mr. WRIGHT 
were appointed managers on the part of the House at the con
ference. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED 
The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed his 

signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were signed by 
the Vice Pre"'ident: 

S. 549. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to pro
ceed with the construction of certain public works, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 4098. An act to provide funds for cooperation with the 
school board at 13rowning, l\Iont., in the extension of the high
school building to be available to Indian children of the Black
feet Indian Reservation ; 

S. 4173. An act to extend the times for commencing and com
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or 
nea-r Carrollton, Ky.; 

S. 4174. An act granting the consent of Congress to the High. 
way Department of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
aero s the French Broad River on the Dandridge-Newport Road, 
in Jefferson County, Tenn.; 

H. R. 4138. An act to amend the act of March 2, 1929, entitled 
"An act to enable the mothers and widows of the deceased sol
diers, sailors, and marines of the American forces now interred 
in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to the e 
cemeteries " ; 

H. R. 6874. An act to authorize exchanges of lands with own
ers of private land holdings within the Petrified Forest National 
Monument, Ariz. ; 

H. R. 8562. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River 
at or near Randolph, Mo. ; and 

H. R. 9895. An act to establish the Carlsbad Caverns National 
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes. 

WAR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATIONS 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (1\fr. FEss in the chair) laid be

fore the Senate the action of the House of' Representatives dis-
. agreeing to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
7955) making appropriations for the military and nonmilitary 
activities of the War Department for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1931, and for other purposes, and requesting a conference. 
with the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon. · 

Mr. JONES. I move that the Senate insist on its amend
ments, agree to the conference asked by the House, and that the 
Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Presiding Officer appointed 
Mr. REED, Mr. JoNES, Mr. BI GHAM, Mr. GREENE, Mr. HARRIS, 
and Mr. KENDRICK conferees on the part of the Senate. 

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL 
The Senate, as in Committee of the 'Vhole, resumed the c<Fn

s~deration of the bill (H.' R. 10813) making appropriations for 
the government of the District of Columbia and other activities 
chargeable in whole or in part against the revenues of such 
District for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for other 
purpo ·es. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, a situation bas been brought 
to my attention whereby it seems wise to tran fer a certain 
clerk from a per diem basis to the regular salary basis. I 
therefore ask unanimous consent that the. vote whereby the 
amendment on page 4, in line 12, was agreed to may be re
considered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the vote is reconsidered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I ask that the committee amendment on 
page 4, line 12, whereby the committee proposed to strike out 
"$56,054" and insert "$56,980" be rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I now move, on page 4, line 12, to strike out 

" $56,054 " and insert in lieu thereof " $62,180." That appears 
to be an increase of $5,200 in the appropriation, but as soon as 
this amendment is agreed to I shall move to reduce another 
item by a similar amount, so it does not increase the net amount 
of the total appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BINGHAM. On page 4, line 14, I as~ unanimous con

sent that the vote by which the committee amendment was pre
viously agreed to may be reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
bears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I now a k that the committee amendment be 
rejected. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. I now move to strike out" $71,054" and in

sert in lieu thereof "$77,180." 
Mr. W ALSB of Massachusetts. Mr. President, how does that 

change or affect the total appropriation? 
Mr. BINGHAM. It would merely change the total in the 

amendment already agreed to, and in a moment I &hall mo"£e to 
reduce another amount by a similar sum. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So the total will remain the 
same? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Yes. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BINGHAM. On page 4, line 22, I move to strike out 

"$42,700" and insert "$37,500." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BINGHAM. On page 4, line 19, I move to strike out the 

words " labor not to exceed $5,000 and." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend

ment in accordance with the vote of the Senate two or three 
<.lays ago when the calendar was under consideration and the 
question of bathing pools came up. A bill reported favorably 
by the District Committee was passed by the Senate, and I 
desire to insert the language of that bill in the pending measure 
in order that we may operate the bathing pools without the 
necessity of making a direct appropriation. To that end 1 offer 
the following amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 94, after line 17, to insert: 

BATHING POOLS 

The Director of Public Buildings and Parks of the National Capital, 
in bis discretion, is authorized to operate, through the Welfare and 
Recreational Association of Public Buildings and Grounds, bathing 
pools under his jurisdiction, and thereupon there may be deposited in 
the Treasury under the special fund to the credit of said assor:iation 
moneys received for the operation of such pools and be there available 
for the purposes of said pecial fund and this shall be a compliance 
with the provisions of the act approved February 28, 1929 ( 45 Stat. 
1411-1412). 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, that completes the committee 

amendments. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still in Committee of 

the Whole and open to amendment. 
Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I would like to ask the 

Senator from Connecticut, in charge of the bill, whether he 
would accept an amendment to appropriate $60,000 for the pro
posed site for a high school out in the so-called Brightwood 
district or just beyond there at the corner of Fifth and Van 
Buren Streets? 

Mr. BINGHA..l\f. :Mr. President, has the propo ed amendment 
been recommended by the Budget Bureau? 

Mr. FRAZIER. The Senator from Connecti.cut is in a better 
po ition to answer that que tion than am I. So far as I know, 
it has not been so recommended. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I can not tell the Senator whether it has 
been so recommended without looking the matter up. I thought 
probably the Senator knew. If the amendment has not been 
recommended by the Budget Bureau, then a point of order 
could be raised against it, because it proposes to increase the 
amount carried in an appropriation bill without a recommenda
tion from the Budget Bureau. 

Mr. FRAZIER. That same objection was raised in the com
mittee to the amendment that is now raised here on the floor. 
A majority of the Senate voted against the amendment to strike 
out an appropriation of $300,000 for the so-called farmers' mar
ket, which the farmers do ·not want, but when it comes to an 
appropriation for the erection of a school, which the people do 
wa·nt, a proposition of that sort has to be recommended by the 
Budget Bureau. 1\Ir. President, it seems to me that we are get
ting into a system that is rather unfair to the people who are 
taxpayers of the District of Columbia. 

M_r. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I regret--
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma'! 
Mr. BINGHAl\1. I first desire to answer the Senator fro:rri 

North Dakota [l\1r. FRAZIER], and then I shall yield to the Sena-
tor from Oklahoma. · 

Mr. President, I desire to say to my friend from North Da
kota that I regret I was' unable to :vote with him on the last 

proposition, because I think he is right. Unfortunately, how
ever, Congress, by a large vote in both Houses of Congress, and 
the President, enacted a law requiring the site for the farmers' 
market to be where it is provided for in the pending bill. 
Therefox·e I was unable to oppose it, because the pending ques
tion was not whether the market were needed at that point but 
Congress having. enacted a law requiring the market to be 
located there, we had, I thought, no ·other alternative. 

l\lr. FRAZIER. But I have known cases where Congress has 
changed its mind in some instances, and it seems to me that this 
is one in which Congress should again change its mind. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I agree with the Senator. 
Mr. FRAZIER. I can not agree with the Senator from Con

necticut that · we should vote to appropriate $300,000, although 
we had formel'ly made a mistake in authorizing such an appro
priation. 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. 1\.fr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro.m Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from Oklahoma? 
l\lr. BINGHAM. I yield. 
Mr. ,THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, an amendment 

has been submitted to which a point of order has been inter
posed. The point of order is that the amount proposed to be 
appropriated by the amendment has not been approved by the 
Budget Bureau. For some time similar points of order have 
been made, but I know of no case where a point of order of that 
kind has been sustained, and I trust the time -will never come 
when a similar point of order shall be sustained. 

Mr. President, the Budget Bureau · is not an appropriating 
agency of Congress; it has not been vested with that jurisdic
tion. So a point of order that the Budget Bureau has not made 
an estimate, in my judgment, is not good. Congress can not 
divest itself of its jurisdiction. I therefore submit that the 
point of order should not be sustained. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that there is 
no amendment pending. 

l\fr. THOMAS of Oklah.oma. There must have been an 
amendment pending, for the Senator in charge of the bill on 
behalf ·of the committee made a point of order against it on the 
ground that it had not been estimated for by the Budget Bureau. 

Mr. BINGHAM. No; the Senator from North Dakota asked 
the chairman of the committee whether he would make a point 
of order if the amendment were submitted ; but the amendment 
has not as yet been submitted. 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, in view of what the Senator 
from Oklahoma [1\fr. THoMAs] has stated-and I agree with 
him-! will offer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 56, after line 22, it is pro
posed to insert the following additional item : 

For the purchase of a site ·on which to locate a senior high school in 
the vicinity of Fifth and Van Buren Streets NW. 

And, in line 1, on page 57, to s~rike out " $458,200" and insert 
in lieu thereof " $518,200." 

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, I should like to say that the 
amendment, if agreed to, would increase the amount proposed 
to be appropriated by $60,000 for the purpose of buying a site 
in the locality mentioned for the high school which will be 
needed in the very near future. There is vacant land there at 
this time which may now be bought in sufficient quantity for 
a school site for $60,000, which undoubtedly in a year or two, 
if building shall continue in that section as it is now doing, 
will cost a great deal more. 

Mr. BINGHAM. l\fr. President, so far as I have been in
formed, the Board of Education has not recommended this site 
for the location of a senior high school in the vicinity of Fifth 
and Van Buren Streets; so far as I have been informed, the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia have not recom
mended to Congress that this land may be purchased; and in 
view of that fact, and the fact that under our rules an amend
ment of this kind must be either recommended or proposed by a 
standing committee of the Senate or receive the approval of the 
Budget Bureau, it is necessary for me-l will say with great 
regret, because I realize that the city needs more and better 
schools-to make the point of order against the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. If agreed to, would the amend
ment increase the appropriation carried in the bill? 

1\Ir. BINGHAl\1. It would. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. And no legislation has been enacted 

authorizing it? 
Mr. BINGHAM. It has not been. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the p~nt of 

order. The bill is still before the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole, and is open to amendment. If there be no further 
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amendments, as in the Committee of the Whole, the bil_l will be 
;reported to the Senate as amended. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read · a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 
RELIEF dF UNEMPLOYMENT 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar under Rule VIII is 
in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 
the tmfinished business may be laid before the Senate 'and its 
consideration proceeded with. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill ( S. 3060) to provide for the 
e tablishment of a ·national employment system and for co
op~ration with the States in the promotion of such system, and 
for other purposes, which had been reported f_rom the Commit
tee on Commerce with amendments. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the first 

bill has been pending as the unfinished business, being shunted 
aside from time to time, for several days. 

I should like to ask the Senator from New York briefly and 
concisely to explain just what the provisions of this bill are, and 
particularly the manner of financing the undertaking referred 
to in the bill. 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, when the Senate had under 
consideration the two bills which have since received its ap
proval I also discussed this third bill, which is part of a program 
to deal with the subject of unemployment. For that rea on I 
did not want to weary the Senate with a repetition of that 
discussion. 

In a general way, the bill provides for an adequate free em
ployment service, nation-wide in scope. The bill provides for 
Federal aid to already es tablished State employment agencies. 
Of course, the question as to whether or not a State will accept 
the aid is a matter of discretion to be exercised by the State 
legislature or the governors in those States in which that au
thority has been intrusted to the governor of the State. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Just how much aid is pro-
vided for in each State? -

amendment. 
Mr. McNARY. 

quorum. 

Mr. WAGNER. The bill authorizes an appropriation of $4,-
000,000 ; and that is to be apportioned as we apportion other 

Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a Federal aid, like the aid in the construction of State highways 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The absence of a quorum being 
suggested, the Secretary will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 
answered to their names ; 
Alien George La Follette Shortridge 
Ashurst Gillett McKellar Simmons 
Baird Glass McMaster Smoot 
Barkley Glenn McNary Steiwer 
Bingham Gol<lsborough Metcalf Stephens 
Blaine Gould Norris Sullivan 
Blease Greene Nye Swanson 
Borah Hale Od<lie Thomas, Idaho 
Bratton Harris Overman Thomas, Okla. 
Brock Hanison Patterson Townsend 
Capper Hastings Phipps Trammell 
Caraway Hatfield Pine Tydings 
Connally Hawes Ransdell Vandenberg 
Copeland Hayden Reed Wagner 
Couzens Howell Robinson, Ark. Walcott 
Cutting .Johnson Robinson.z.Jnd. Walsh, Mass. 
Deneen .Jones Robsion, ~y. Walsh, Mont. 
Dill Kendrick Schall Waterman 
Fess Keyes Sheppard Watson 
Frazier King Shipstead Wheeler 

1\fr. McMASTER. I desire to announce that my colleague 
the senior Senator from South Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] is un
avoidably absent. I ask that this announcement may stand for 
the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty Senators having answered 
to their names, a quorum is present. The question is on agree
ing to the first amendment reported by the committee, which 
the Secretary will state. 

The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. . On page 8, line 18, it is proposed 
to strike out " maintaining anq establishing" and insert " e~tab
lishing and maintaining," so as to make the paragraph read; 

(a) In States where there is no Sfate system of public employment 
offices, in establishing and maintaining a system ot public employment 
offices under the control of the director general. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The LEGISLATIVE CLERK. On page 9, it is proposed to strike 

out: 
SEC. 11. (a) The director general is authorized to provide for the 

establi~hment of advisory councils of employers and employees for the 
purpose of discussing problems relating to unemployment and insuring 
imp(lrtiality, neutrality, and freedom from political influence in the 
solution of such problems. Members of each such council shall be se
lected from time to time in such manner as the director general shall 
pre cribe. 

And to insert : 

and the other laws passed by Congress giving State aid. The 
appropriation is to be made according to population. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the bill provide for a 
dollar from the Federal Treasury for every dollar appropriated 
by the State? 

Mr. WAGNER. Tes; 50 per cent is to be appropriated by the 
State and 50 per cent by the Federal Government. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is there a maximum amount 
that may be given to any State? 

Mr. WAGNER. No; it depends upon the appropriation made 
by the Federal Government. Within that maximum it is dis
tributed according to the population of the State. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So that the Federal Govern
ment can control the amount that each State can draw from the 
Public Treasury by controlling the total appropriation made by 
Congress? 

Mr. 'V AGNER. Of course there is nothing to prohibit the 
State from making an additional appropriation if it so chooses. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But in no event is money to 
be given to the several States from the Public Treasury unless 
there has been an acquiescence by the various States in this 
program? 

Mr. WAGNER. To the extent of giving at least an amount 
equal to the Federal appropriation. . 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. H ow many States already 
have established employment agencies of their o·wn? 

Mr. WAGNER. Twenty-two States. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And they, of course, are now 

standing the expense themselves? 
Mr. WAGNER. Yes; they are. I might say that representa

tives from most of tho e States who have either communicated 
with me or appeared before the committee when hearings were 
being held on this_ bill appro-ved this Federal-aid proposal be
cause it would permit cooperation between States, whicli is 
now lacking, to secure the free channel of labor between States, 
bringing the man from the place of surplus to the place of need. 
No such cooperation is possible to-day, because there is not any 
information interchanged between States as to their economic 
condition. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. What estimate is made as to 
the expense of maintaining the central bureau in Washington? 

Mr. WAGNER. We provide that 5 per cent only of the total 
appropriation may be expended for the conduct of the bureau in 
Washington. 

Mr. OVER]\IAN. 1\Ir. President, this · bill just establishes 
another bureau in Washington. Is that the idea? 

Mr. ·wAGNE~. No; I may say to the Senator that it does 
SEc. 11. (a) The director general shall establish a Federal advisory not. We now have a Federal employment bureau. 

council composed of an equal number of employers and employees for 1\fr. OVERMAN. The bill provides for paying a director 
the purpose of formulating policies and discussing problems relating to $l0,000. What for? 
unemployment and insuring impartiality, neutrality, and freedom from l\1r. wAGNER. I did not understand the Senator. 
political influence in solution of such problems. Members of such coun- Mr. OVERMAN. The Senat or says there is now an employ-
cil shall be selected from time to time in such manner as the director ment bureau in the Department of Labor? 
general shall prescribe. The . director general shall also require the :Mr. WAG~ER. There is a Federal employment bureau now, 
organization of similar State advisory councils composed of equal at the head of which is a Mr. Jones; but it is very inadequate in 
numbers of employers and employees. its operations. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, it has been · l\1r. OVERMAN. This bill provides for a director at $10,000 
some ·days since the Senator from New York [1.\Ir. WAGNER] for something. Is he to be the bead of this bureau? 
made his speech in explanation of the three bills which be l\Ir. WAGNER. Yes. If we create a function, we have to 
brougttt before the Senate for the relief of unemployment. At have some one to direct it. We bave a director now, I may say 
that time two of the bills were acted upon f~vorably, and this . to the Senator. 
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Mr. OVERMAN. Yes ; but there is another $10,000 position 

provided in this bill. 
l\Ir. WAGNER. No; not another. I may say to the Senator 

that this bill provides for a director,· just as we have to-day. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Another $10,000 director, another $4,000,000 

appropriation, adding to the taxpayers' burdens. What is to be-
come of our economy program? . 

Mr. WAGNER. Let me say to the Senator that if we want to 
solve this subject of unemployment, if the Government is to do 
anything to\vard its solution, it has to create the machinery and 
select the personnel to perform that work. That costs money ; 
and let me say to the S nator that if, as a result of this legis
lation, a million men can be brought to the job one day sooner
and that is an exceedingly conservative estimate-assuming that 
the average earning per day is $4, which is also a small average, 
a million men brought one day earlier to a job would save the 
Nation $4,000,000 directly in salaries, besides the \\ealth which 
these employees create during that particular day. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. l\Ir. President, the Senator 
spoke of the Government maintaining at the present time an 
employment bureau in the Department of Labor. How extensive 
is this bureau? I know they have an employment office here in 
the District of Columbia, and I believe they have one in my 
State, and they therefore must have them through other parts 
of the country. How many employment offices have the Federal 
Government already? 

Mr. WAGNER. Not very many. What this particular de
partment mainly does is to cooperate with a State by the 
appointment of a Federal employee who is stationed in the 
State employment agency, and ascertains primarily bow State 
and the Federal employment exchanges may cooperate; but the 
present organization is inadequate in service. It does not 
function. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The bureau has an employ
ment office here in Washington with which we are all familiar. 
Does the Senator state that it has no employment offices through 
the country, but delegates officials representing the bureau here 
to locate and p-articipate in the work in the various State agen
cies that have been set up? Is that the system ? 

Mr. WAGNER. It affords some cooperation; but in some of 
these States, in which there are no State employment exchanges 
and seems to be need for one, the Federal employment director 
has established an office. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is what I thought. 
How much money is being spent for that purpose now? 

Mr. WAGNER. I think the total expenditure is about 
$200,000. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Do~ the Senator know the 
total number of offices? 

Mr. ·wAGNER. I do not. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So that really what the 

Senator's bill seeks to do is to increase the appropriation from 
$200,000 to $4,000,000 and to establish a coordination of effort 
between the National Government and the State governments? 

Mr. WAGNER. Yes; exactly; which is the very important 
thing. Let me say to the Senator that every group of men, 
every conference that has ever been held on the subject of un
employment and what .may be done by the intervention of gov
ernment to help in its prevention, has advocated as an essential 
part of any such program the establishment of employment 
exchanges which would provide for cooperation between the 
States and the Federal Gov~rn111ent and also between the States 
themselves. I challenge the citation of a single conference in 
which this subject was studied in which the establishment of 
exchanges h!ls not been advocated as a part of the program. 

President Hoover, as chairman of the conference of 1921 on 
unemployment, recommended the establishment of these employ
ment exchanges as the first step in any effort to solve this 
question of unemployment. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New York 

yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 
Mr. WAGNER. I do. 
Mr. OVERMAN. My State, I know, has a commissiOner of 

labor, and the bureau here cooperates with him in furnishing 
statistics as to the number of unemployed and in seeking to get 
employment for those who are unemployed. Why do we need 
another bureau and another $4,000,000 appropriation when we 
already are appropriating money to take ·care of that bureau? 

Mr. WAGNER. I have repeated to the Senator three or four 
times that \Ve are not creating another bureau. We are simply 
making this bureau more efficient. 

Mr. OVERMAN. You are making a head of something-! 
do not know what it is-and paying him $10,000. 

1\Ir. WAGNER. A study of business cycles in unemploy
ment was made at the suggestion of 1\fr. Herbert Hoover, who 

was then Secretary of Commerce, by a group of distinguished 
business men, of which Owen D. Young was chairman. That 
conference reported in favor of unemployment exchanges as an 
important part of any program for the solution of this complex 
and serious economic question. 

The annual report of the Secretary of Labor, Secretary Davis, 
in 1928, advocated the establishment of employment exchanges 
as a necessary part of any program to help solve the. problem of 
unemployment; and, by the way, just recently the Secretary of 
Labor wrote to the committee a letter in which be approved 
heartily the legislation which is now pending before us as an 
effort in the right direction to solve the question of unemploy
ment. 

Very recently President Hoover made an address before the 
United States Chamber of Commerce in which he stated what 
the Federal Government was attempting to do to solve the prob
lem of unemployment. He said the Government was attempting 
to prevent a recurrence in three ways, and these three methods 
are provided for in the bills which ' I introduced. That speech 
was made only about a week ago. His program included the col
lection of accurate statistics, advance planning of public works 
by the Government, and the establishment of employment ex
changes so as to bring the man to the job. 

Mr. President, I would like to have read an editorial, if I 
may, which · appeared the other day in the leading Republican 
newspaper of the East, always a very conservative paper, dle 
New York Herald Tribune. It is a very clear editorial upon this 
subject, and I ask unanimous consent that it be read at the desk. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the editorial 
will be read. 

The legislative clerk read the editorial, as follows : 
[~rom the New York Tribune, May 3, 1930] 

URGENT LEGISLATION 

The Senate has passed two of the three bills introduced by Senator 
WAGNER to help in the solution of the unemployment problem. One of 
these would authorize and equip the Bureau of Labor Statistics to 
gather and publish every month employment figures comprehensive 
enough to serve as a national barometer. The other would anticipate 
periods of depression by providing in advance for the acceleration of 
public works, authorizing a maximum expenditure of $150,000,000 a 
year for· the purpose. The third bill, which has run into some opposi
tion, notably from the National Association of Manufacturers, and is 
therefore still awaiting a vote, would create a free employment service 
of national scope, to be operated in cooperation with the States. 

One notes that in the address which President Hoover has just made 
to the United States Chamber of Commerce he stresses the importance 
of the objects sought to be gained by all three of these bills. "We need 
particularly," he says, "a knowledge of employment at all times, if we 
are intelligently to plan proper functioning of our economic system." 
He speaks of the acceleration of construction work as " the most prac
tical remedy for unemployment." And be names as one of the bY
products of the country's experience in recent months one which that 
experience has " vividly brought to the front," " the whole question of 
agencies for placing the unemployed in contact with possible jobs." 

Unemployment, it should be remembered, is not only an effect of busi
ness recession; it is also a cause, perhaps the major cause, of its con
tinuance. Throw men and women out of jobs and you immediately de
stroy their buying power. When millions are so treated the general 
market for goods becomes seriously cw·tailed and the recovery of busi
ness is indefinitely delayed. QUite apart, therefore, from the human 
problem involved, the stabilization of employment is of the first im
portance as a means of counterbalancing the downward swing of the 
business pendulUJll. 

Obviously, what the Government can do in this sphere is limited. But 
to the extent of its powers it should be permitted to function effectively. 
And to this end, it seems to us, every one of the Wagner bills should 
be enacted into law. Moreover, now is the time to put them through 
before the situation is sufficiently eased to allow Congress and the 
country to forget the plain lessons of our "winter of discontent." 

l\fr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I have very little more to 
say until I hear what the opposition, if any, is based on. 

I simply want to add that the bill provides for an adequate 
free employment service, nation-wide in scope. It is to perfect 
channels for the free flow of labor, to shorten the waiting time 
between jobs, to bring the idle man from the place of surplus 
to the place of need, to retain local responsibility and manage
ment in the conduct of the employment offices, to secure at the 
same time the maximum amount of uniformity, efficiency, and 
cooperation between such offices and the States, and to obtain 
information concerning unemployment. 

I might say the latest extensive hearings upon the subject of 
unemployment were held by the Committee on Education and 
Labor when the senior Senator from Michigan [Mr. 'CouZENS] 
was chairman. -That C(}mmittee made what is probably the 
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most comprehensive report that bas been made upon the sub
ject of unemployment. It recommended as an essential part 
of any program for the solution of the unemployment situation 
the establishme.Qt of such employment exchanges as I would 
provide for. 

Mr. BINGHA1\I. 1\Ir. President, it is very difficult for me 
to speak against this bill, because one can not but feel great 
sympathy for the thousands of persons who are now out of 
work. Many of them believe that if there were more employ
ment agencies they would get their jobs back or would get new 
jobs sooner. · 

There are in Connecticut a great many people who are out of 
work at the present time, and when a great proposal has been 
offered like the one presented by the Senator from New York, 
which seems to promise hope of work, it is difficult to oppose it. 
nut it is in situations of this kind that we are likely, it seems 
to me, to do injustice to our Constitution and our fundamentals 
of government· in order to go along with our sympathy for those · 
who are in trouble. · 

This is a Federal-aid proposition. I do not believe the coun
try wants more Federal-aid propositions. In fact, a great 
many organizations throughout the country during the past five 
or six years have . repeatedly passed resolutions against the 
establishment of more Federal-aid projects in addition to those 
wr have now. . 

'There is a constant tendency on the part of those who are 
anxious to get things done, on the part of those who are anxious 
to avoid and alleviate suffering, to bring the Federal Government 
in with a large measure of financial aid to help the States 
do that which the States ought to be doing by themselves. 

Fm·thermore, there is an element of coercion. The Senator 
. from New York has stated that there are at present some 22 

States which have State employment agencies; in other words, 
there are some 26 States, in addition to the Territories, which 
do not have State employment agencies, which do not think 
they are necessary, and do not care to spend their money in 
that way. 

This bill offers to them a bribe to do something which they 
may not want to do. It furtherm·ore threatens to take from 
them through taxation, money to do something in the other 
Stat~s which they do not care to have done in their own. It 
is the same kind of coercion in Federal matters that we have 

· seen in other proposals which have gone through due to sym
pathy, or for humanitarian reasons, rather than from any 
desire to follow out the fundamentals of our Constitution. 

1\!r. President, I am one of those who believe in representa
tive governm·ent. I believe that government by the people de
pends for its sanity, its health, its safety, upon a strong measure 
of local self-government. If we take away from the localities 
concerned the need of providing for their own suffering, we do 
away with just that much incentive toward their taking part 
in local self-government. If we force them to adopt measures 
by the threat that they will JJe taxed\ for them whether they 
use them or not, we are taking away from them the necessity of 
making wise decisions. 

If we b1ibe them to adopt good measures by offering them a 
reward in the shape of Federal aid if they will adopt them, we 
again remove from them responsibility for taking care of their 
own people, and offer them a bribe if they will do something 
we would like to have them do. 

It may be true, as the Senator from· New York has said, that 
this may bring a certain amount of alleviation in the present 
situation. It is the wrong way to go about it. It is an attack 
on the very self-respect ol' local communities, inferring that they 
should not be left to work out their own .salvation in matters 
of this kind and in matters of education and in other matters 

, which every citizen can see need attention. . 
When there is unemployment in a community, the state of 

unemployment is generally known to all . the citizens of that 
: community. When there is a good deal of unemployment in a 
I State, there is no one in the State who is not aware of it, and if 
1 the setting up of employment agencies by the State will assist 
, in producing prosperity in that State, we m·ay safely leave it to 
the citizens to set up such agencies and. to reduce unemployment 

· thereby. It is by means of these very necessities which face 
the citizen in his own community and in his own State that he 
learns to assume the burdens of government, which makes him 
a good citizen. 

One can not be made a good citizen by merely going to school 
and studying textbooks and reading the Constitution and the 
Declaration of Independence. He can not be made a good citi
zen by merely listening to lectures on citizenship. He is made 
a good citizen, in part, by learning the duties of citizenship, but 
more by practicing them. It is when he is faced with the neces
sity of producing good schools and producing a state of employ_-

ment, rather than unemployment, that the matter is brought 
home to him closely, that it is up to him to see if he can not 
solv-e these problems. If he says, " Let George do it, let the 
Federal Government do it, let Washington make an appropria
tion of four or five million dollars so that these people may have 
employment instead· of unemployment," he is dodging his duties 
of citizenship, he is dodging the solution of the problem which 
will make him a good, sturdy citizen. 
· l\lr. President, it is upon the development of sturdy, self-reliant 
citizenry that this Republic must in the long run depend for its 
long life. If we build up a body of citizens who are always 
depending on the central Government we will make weak citi
zens rather than strong citizens. 

It is true that this $4,000,000, or more, as may be required, in 
the course of time will eventually come out of the pockets of the 
taxpayers, -and out of the pockets of everyone who buys any 
commodity. But the great majority of citizens pay no direct 
taxes to the Federal Government. The great majority of citi
zens are exempt from paying directly customs duties or income 
taxes, and they do not appreciate the fact that when they buy 
a pair of shoes, or when they buy a coat, or buy anything at a 
store, they are helping to bear the burden of taxation, because 
in the price of the pair of shoes, overcoat, or whatever it may 
be, there is passed down the line the tax burden which rests 
upon the corporations, upon those who pay the income taxes, 
and upon those who have paid the customs dues at the frontier. 

The citizen who enjoys the benefits of Federal Government 
aid does not realize that he bears his share of it, because it is 
sugar to him, it is concealed, there is no direct evidence that 
he is paying for what he is getting, and he thinks the Govern
ment at Washington is bearing the burden, that Uncle Sam is 
doing it. As a matter of fact, it seems to me that it is far 
better, in the matter of schools and in the matter of employment 
·agencies, that the States should bear the burden, because it is 
so easy for the citizens of the State to learn what is going on, 
to see bow the money is being spent, to see the need for the 
money, and if they believe that an appropriation is a wise one, 
to make the appropriation. 

Therefore, on the fundamental basis of local self-government, 
and my belief in the fact that the only way to develop a sturdy, 
self-reliant citizenry is by laying the burdens directly on the 
·shoulders of the people in the States and in the different com
munities, rather than upon the Federal Government, I am deeply 
and sincerely opposed to this legislation, even though it might 
alleviate a certain amount of suffering. . . 

I ask that there may be read at the desk a brief prepared by 
the National Association of Manufacturers in opposition to this 
bill. They were not given an opportunity to be heard before the 
committee, but they presented this brief, and it is printed in the 
heari:p.gs. I believe it should be p:rinted in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the legislative clerk read the brief, 
as follows: 
BRIEF OF NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MANUFACTURERS IN OPPOSITION TO 

S. 3060, A BILL TO ESTABLISH A NATIONAL EMPLOYMENT SYSTEM, 

ETC. 

To the COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 

United States Senate: 
By your leave we beg to file herewith a statement in opposition to_ 

S. 3060, a bill to provide for the establishment of a national employ
ment system and for cooperation with the States in the promotion of 
such system, and for other purposes. , 

Your petitioner, the National Association of Manufacturers of the 
United States, incorporated under the laws of the State of New York, 
is composed of many thousands of individuals, firms, and corporations 
engaged in all forms of manufacture throughout the States of the Union. 
They are vitally interested in employment problems and, individually 
and in cooperation, are continually engaged in the study and exchange 
of information and experience for the purpose of securing a better regu· 
larization of employment. Operating their plants throughout the Nation 
under a wide variety of physical, economic, and social conditions, and 
maintaining in the great majority of their establishments free emploY· 
ment departments, they view with concern any proposal the effect of 
which is to subject local public and, in effect, private agencies of employ
ment to the controlling regulation and supet·vision of a remote Federal 
bureau. 

The board of directors of this association, constituted of 25 represent
ative manufacturers from 17 different States, after careful consideJ;ation 
of these measures, unanimously adopted the resolution attached to this 
statement. They substantially approved the underlying policy of S. 
3059-61, resp_ectively, but oppose S. 3060 for the following reasons: 

1. It is an unauthorized use of the power of appropriation to control 
and regulate the internal pollee policy of the individual States with 
respect to the establishment and operation of public, and, indirectly. 
private employment agencies. 
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2. The bill confers upon a Federal bureau and an executive officer 

unprecedented authority to control the use of an appropriation, in order 
to substantially establish and determine the policy of the Sta'tes, with 
respect to the operation of their employment agencies and the place
ment and movement of labor through standards and regulations pre
scribed by such Federal bureau. 

3. The policy proposed under the guise of cooperation asserts the 
right and intention to coerce the individual States into the acceptance 
of Federal policies as to employment agencies by establishing such 
agencies within the States, whether or not they are desired. Further
more, such agencies are authorized to be established and maintained in 
competition and conflict with existing State agencies, whenever such 
States do not agree to accept and operate under the prescribed _policy. 

HISTORY OF THE BILL 

Preliminary to an examination of the propositions asserted, we direct 
the committee's attention to the genesis of S. 3060 and its terms: 

The pending bill, S. 3060, is substantially identical in its funda
mentals and generally in its terms, save where the Federal authdrity 
is enlarged, with S. 1142 and H. R. 4305, identical measures, intro
duced in the Sixty-sixth Congress, first session, and the subject of ex
tended bearing and consideration by a joint committee consisting of the 
Committee on Education and Labor of the Senate and the Committee on 
Labor 'of the House. Public bearings were held upon such measures 
from June 19 to July 25, 1919. The measures were intended to 
establish permanently the United States Employment Service, authorized 
during the Great War, to aystematically distribute and place labor in 
service for the national defense. The measure was largely supported 
at the time by the persuasive argument that it was essential as an 
aid to the replacement of returning soldiers, but general dissatisfaction 
with the policy of the bill and the operation of the service itself appar
ently cause the House and Senate committees to abandon the measure. 

TERMS AND POLICY OF PENDING BILL, S . S060 

The pending bill, like the original measure of 1919, proposes the 
establishment and maintenance of a national system of public employ
ment offices through a bureau within the Department of Labor, to be 
known as the United States Employment Service. The bead of such 
bureau is styled the director general, to be appointed by the President, 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, at a salary of $10,000 per 
year, double that under the original bill. A woman assistant director 
general is authorized, and it is the declared object of such bureau: 

"To establish and maintain a national system of employment offi,es 
for men, women, and juniors who are legally qualified to engage in 
gainful occupations, and, in the manner hereinafter provided, to assist 
in establishing and maintaining systems of public employment offices 
in the several States and the political subdivisions thereof." 

The bur~au is further authorized to furnish and publish information 
as to opportunities for employment, maintain a system of clearing labor 
between the States and to do this " by establishing and maintaining 
uniform standards, policies, and procedure," and aiding in the transpor
tation of workers to places of employment. The service is directed to 
be "impartial, neutral in labor disputes, and free from political in
fluence," an addition to and improvement upon the original bill. 

Apart from details, the essential policy and purpose of the measure 
to which we direct your attention is as follows : The bill authorizes an 
appropriation of $4,000,000 per annum, for four years. Seventy-five 
per cent of this, or $3,000,000 per year, is to be apportioned among the 
several States in the proportion which their population bears to that 
of the United States. That sum is to be employed in the establishment 
of public employment offices in the States in accordance with the 'follow
ing plan : 

Wherever the State, through its legislature, authorizes an existing 
employment agency or establishes one to cooperate with the Federal 
agency, the director general apportions', up to the allotment, an amount 
equal to that appropriated by the State, for the support of such State 
agency. But, and this is the vital .and controlling feature, each State 
must admit to and receive the approval of the Federal bureaucrat for 
its plan of operation before the State may receive Federal aid, and 
while receiving it ctbe State agency must continually report operations 
in such form as the director general prescribes. He alone determines 
whether the State offices are "conducted in accordance with the rules 
and regulations and tbe standards of efficiency prescribed by the director 
general." ~h~-':.~!er such agencies do not conform to the Federal regu-

. (ations, or when, in the opinion of the dir~ctor general, the State agency 
does not prop~rlj e~pend either the Federal aid or the moneys appro
priated out of· its own State treasury, he may revoke the certificate 
and withdraw such aid, subject to appeal to the Secretary of Labor. 

The plan of-control doeS' not, however, stop with financial persuasion. 
It goes much further. A balance of $1,000,000 per year, within the 
proposed appropriation, is available to the director general for two 
major pu1·poses: (a) To establish a system of public employment offices, 
subject to Federal control within the States which have not established 
such offices; (b) to establish and maintain such offices in States which 
alr~ad}i possess a system of public employment offices, but which, in the 
naive !anguage of the bill, have •• not complied with the provisions o~ 
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' sgch section 4," that being the section through which the legislature 
accepts Federal aid and control. In such a condition the bill provides 
that the director general may treat with the governor to secure the 
~stablishment of a Federal bureau, but, pending agreement with the 
governor , and while waiting for the legislature to surrender the control 
of its established employment system to Federal direction, the bill au
thorizes the director general to establish and maintain in such State a 
Federal system of offices under his control for one year. 

We do not refer to other features of the measure not essential to 
this discussion, but we submit that the terms prescribed are sufficient 
to justify the characterization of this measure in the propositions we 
now discuss in their order : · 

I. It is an unauthorized use of the power of appropriation to control 
and regulate the intern3J police policy of the individual States with 
respect to the establishment and operation of public and, indirectly, 
private employment agencies. 

It is axiomatic that the Government of the United States is one of 
enumerated powers. The authority of Congress arises from an express 
grant or a necessary implication therefrom. The power to tax and, 
therefore, to appropriate is limited to the common defense and the 
general welfare in execution of its express or necessarily implied au
thority. Appropriation being the expenditure of the proceeds of taxa
tion, the power to appropriate must be subject to the same limitations 
as the power to tax or 'Cong1·ess would escape the limitations upon the 
taxing power by expenditures for a purpose for which it was not author
ized to tax. 

In the famous case of Gibbons v: Ogden, the Supreme Court, discuss
ing the different powers of the Federal and State Governments, said: 
" Congress is not empowered to tax for those purposes which are within 
the exclusive power of the States." 

By the restrictions of the tenth amendment all purposes or objects 
remain within the powers of the States except those expressly granted 
to Congress by the Constitution, for Congress possesses no general police 
power except within the District of Columbia Rnd the Territories subject 
to its control. Now, the establishment and regulation of employment 
agencies has at all times been recognized as a matter of internal police 
completely within the control of the State except when the power of 
Congress to conduct a war authorizes a superior Federal control of 
labor placements as a step in t'he execution of the national defense. · 
The various State courts in proceedings too numerous to mention, have 
so held, and the Supreme Court of the United States has confirmed that 
view in many instances: Brazee v. Michigan (241 U. S. 340) ; Adams v . 
Tanner (244 u: S. 594) ; Ribnik v. McBride (277 U. S. 354). 

The present director general of the United States Employment Service 
recognized this state of the law in an address made to the executives of 
the various employment agencies in October of last year, when he said : 
"We have not at the present time, and there is not enough coordination 
between the Federal Government and the several States. Each State 
is jealous, as you know, of its State rights. It · should not be; but it 
would be well if we had a better Federal Employment Service, and 
Congress should direct how we should enter into these agreements, 
under what conditions and terms, such, perhaps, as in the maternity 
bill and for the building of good roads and our school appropriations." 
(U. S. Labor Statistics Bureau Bull. No. 501, p. 153.) 

But we sub~t that the police power of the States over the subject of 
employment agencies can not be validly tak~n from them in the manner 
proposed, and the States may not validly surrender such authority if 
they would. For, as the Supreme Court of the United States said in 
Chicago v . Tranbarger (238 U. S. 77) : "This power (the police power) 
can neither be abdicated nor bargained away, and is inalienable even by 
express grant." 

It may be said, as did the director general above, that the police 
power of the States may be exchanged for a Federal appropriation, as 
in the case of the maternity act, but we direct the committee's atten
tion to the fact that, upon the recommendation of the President of the 
United States, the policy expressed in the maternity act was properly 
abandoned by Congress and therefore constitutes no precedent. It may 
further be urged that in a proceeding brought by a private taxpayer, 
as well as by the State of Massachusetts, the Supreme Court sustained 
the constitutionality of the appropriatiqn made for State aid in connec
tion with the maternity act. (Frothingham v . Mellon ; Mass. v. Mellon, 
262 u. s. 447. ) 

In both cases the court declined to pass upon the validity of the 
appropriation in question, saying: "We have reached the conclusion 
that the cases must be disposed of for want of jmisdiction without con
sidering the merits of the constitutional questions." 

Finally, we direct the committee's attention to the language of the 
late Chief Justice Taft, in the child labor tax case. (Bailey v. Drexel 
Furniture Co., 259 U. S. 20.) In that case Congress sought, under the 
guise of taxation, to invade the police power of the States, as in this 
blll it is proposed to do the same thing under the mask of an appro
priation: 

"The good sought in unconstitutional legislation is an insidious fea
ture because it leads citizens and legislators of good purpose to promotl.' 
it without thought of the serious breach lt will make in the ark of our 
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covenant or the harm which will come from breaking down recognized 
standards. In the maintenance of local self-government on the one hand 
and the national power on the other, our country has been able to endure 
and prosper for near a century and n half." 

II. The bill confers upon a Federal bureau and an executive officer 
unprecedented authority to control the use of an appropriation, in order 
to substantially establish and determine the policy of the States with 
r r spect to the operation of those employment agencies and the placement 
and movement of labor through standards and regulations prescribed by 
such Federal bureau. 

By section 5 of the bill a total of 16,000,000 is appropriated over a 
4-year period, 75 per cent of which is, in the discretion of the director 
general, subject to allotment to the States. The unexpended balances 
remain within his control for further allotment which may be made not 
only for any fiscal year but until the close of any fiscal year following 
the first meeting of the State legjslature, after the enactment of this 
bill. The director general, subject alone to the amount at his disposal, 
determines the number of employment agencies to be e tablished either 
in cooperation, competition, or conflict with State agencies. He alone 
prescribes the " rules, regulations, and standards of efficiency " which are 
to control the operation of State employment agencies. He alone 
determines the conformity of State plans to his regulations, subject to 
an appeal to the Secretary of Labor. H~ alone determines, not only 
whether the States properly expend their allotment of Federal aid but 
whether they properly expend their own State funds in operating such 
agencies. 

We submit that the policy thus prescribed lodges the equivalent of 
legislative authority in the director general, sanctioned by the power of 
giving or withholding appropriations to penalize or r eward the accept
ance of Federal regulation. The rules and regulations prescribed by the 
director general will become the labor legislation of the aided States. 
They will always determine the qualifications for employment and place
ment. The States in their turn are inevitably driven to employ their 
police authority upon their own citizens, to impose Federal policies in 
the placement, movement, and distribution of labor. By the exercise 
of his regulatory authority in the method of clearing labor, the director 
general may control all private employment agencies, whether within or 
without individual plants, and by his determinatiop of the policy of 
transporting workers, may dislocate and redistribute the local labor sup
ply of many communities. 

By section 10, subdivision (b), the director general is given authority; 
where the State legislature does not accept or " comply" with the pro
visions of section 4 and accept Federal aid and control ; to establish a 
sy tern of Federal employment offices by agreement with the governor. 
In other words, the bill authorizes a Federal executive officer to treat 
with the chief executive of a State in the establishment of a policy which 
is exclusively legislative in character. In the absence or refusal of 
acceptance by the legislature, or agreement with the governor of a 
particular State, as to· employment agency policies, the director general 
is authorized to establish and maintain Federal emptoymen-t agencies for 
a year within such State, an enlargement of the power contained in the 
original bill by six months. 

We submit that never in the history of congressional appropriation 
in peace time has a minor executive official -been clothed with such 
control over appropriations and such pcwer to employ them for the 
purpose of securing the acceptance of Federal regulation to control 
State agencies arid force the action of State officers. 

III. The policy proposed, under the guise of cooperation, asserts the 
right and intention to coerce the individual States into the acceptance 
of Federal poli<.:ies as to employment agencies by establishing such 
agencies within the States whether or not they are desired. Further
more, such agencies are authorized to be established and maintained 
in competition and conflict with existing State agencies, whenever such 
States do not agree to accept and operate under the prescribed policies. 

It may be said that the States are left to voluntarily accept or reject 
Federal aid. Each State may thus determine for itself whether in 
exchange for a Federal appropriation it will subject its public agencies of 
employment to the supervision and control of a Federal bureau or official. 

We submit the bill goes much further. Where financial persuasion 
fails, it authorizes and directs the director general of employment to 
use the coercive influence of establishing a Federal system, not only in 
States which have no employment system at all but likewise in States 
possessing a well-established one of their own, but which neglect or 
refuse to accept Federal aid and control. 

It has been said again and again that a legislature expresses public 
policy by nonaction not less than by action. It is for each State to 
determine for itself whether or not a particular subject deserves regu
lation or not. It is for the States likewise to determine whether or 
not existing facilities, public or private, are satisfactory for the per
formance of a function which is within its police power. It may well 
be that any given State is satisfied that private or philanthropic agencies 
providing free employment service meet its local needs. This bill 
provides that no State is to be permitted to continue such a policy. It 
must accept as many Federal employment agencies as, in the opinion of 
the director general, are needed to be established within its com
munities, and to govern the employment placement of its inhabitants 

under rules and regulations prescribed by a single individual remote 
from and unfamiliar with local conditions. 

Nor is the bill satisfied with seeking the voluntary cooperation of 
established public State or municipal employment agencies. It seeks to 
compel these to accept the dominant control and regulation of the 
Federal bureau. The · very language of the bill in section 10 asserts 
plenary authority to compel the acceptance of the mastery it seeks to 
establish. It refers to States whose legislatures have not accepted the 
provisions of section ~that is, Federal aid and control-as having 
"not complied" with such section. Nor does it seek by mere persua
sion to convert such States. The policy proposed is one of subjuga
tion. It directs the comptroller general of employment to seek an 
agreement with the governor in the face of legislative inaction or re
fusal . But, not satisfied with substituting agt·eement with an executive 
officer for action by the legislature in exclusive control of the internal 
police policy of the State, it further authorizes, pending even agreement 
with the governor the establishment of a Federal agency within such 
Sta~e, which obviously will not only compete with the State agency, 
but, under such circumstances, may· come into conflict with it. 

We submit that from the overwhelming evidence within the bill itself, 
its structure, terms, and plain intent, it is intended and will in operation 
be effective to coerce the States to relinquish the legislative control of 
their police policy respecting public employment agencies to the dicta
tion of a Federal bureaucrat. 

CONCLUSION 

We perceive the necessity for the collection, analysis, and distribution 
of timely, pertinent, and authoritative information with respect to 
opportunities for employment, and a more systematic planning of the 
public work of the Government, that it may make its contribution to 
employment regularizations. But we urge that the present situation 
is no <>ccasion to establish and impose an employment bureauracy upon 
local government. The proposed plan is neither fitted to their needs 
nor ·in conformity with the traditional and appropriate relations of 
our dual system. It will excite triction rather than cooperation. No 
scheme is better calculated to establish a further precedent to enlarge , 
Federal power at the expense of local authority. No plan is more cer- . 
tain to hasten the vanishing rights of the States. For the reasons · 
above given we urge your honorable committee to refuse its approval 
to S. 3060 in its present form. 

JOHN E. EDGERTON, 

President Natio-nal Association ot Manufacturers. 
JAI\.fES A. EMERY, 

General Counsel National Association of Manufacturers. 

RESOLUTION ON PROPOSED EMPLOYMENT BILLS (S. 3059, S. 3060, S. 3061) 
ADOPTED . BY BOAI!l) OF DlllECTORS, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MANU

FACTURERS, NEW YORK, MARCH 21, 1930 

Whereas there has been introduced in the Senate of the United 
States S. 3059, S. 3060, S. 3061, relating, respectively, for the planning 
of public construction in order to stabilize employment ; to establish 
a national employment system in cooperation with the States, and to 
authorize and direct the collection of employment statistics by the 
Department of Labor; 

Whereas these proposals raised questions on principle and policy of a 
serious nature, which have received the consideration of this boa1·d: 
Therefore be it 

Resowed, 

(a) That we favor prompt Executive action or, it necessary, legisla
tion to plan and systematize public works so as to aid in the stabiliza
tion of employment. 

(b) We urge the Department of Commerce or Labor be directed to 
cooperate with State and municipal agencies and private organizations 
or associations in the collection of authoritative information respecting 
employment for systematic compilation, analysis, and distribution. 

II 

We are of the opinion that it is not the function of the National 
Government to organize or direct the establishment of local employment 
agencies in competition or contlicting with those of the States or mu
nicipalities, or to assume direction, control, or supervision of such local 
agencies, directly or through a system of supplementary appropriations 
intended or effective, to r egulate and control the operation of such 
State and municipal employment agencies. 

NATIOXAL ASSOCIATION OF MANUFACTURERS, 

Ron. HIRAM W . .JOHNSON, 

UNION TRUST BUILDING, 

Washington, D. 0., A.tniZ 8, 19SO. 

Chairman OQTJwnittee on Oommeroe, 
United States Ben.ate, WasMngton, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: In a brief filed with you yesterday, on behalf of the Na
tional Association of Manufacturers, in . opposition to S. 3064, to 
establish a national employment system, I beg to inclose a statement 
inadvertently omitted, and ask that it be considered a part of our brief. 
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I refer to a resolution on unemployment adopted by the " President's 
Conference on Unemployment," called by President Harding, September 
26, 1921. Said conference was composed of representative citizens, in
cluding officers of labor organizations, economists, and business men. 
The pertinent part of the resolution I quote below at once condemns the 
Federal operation of local employment offices for the doing of place
ment work by them and points out a method of coordination withln the 
Federal power. It reads as follows : 

"2. Your committee finds that there are now 25 States which have 
established State employment systems, and public employment offices 
are now being operated in about 200 cities, of which about 17 . are 
purely municipal enterprises. •Most of the 200 offices are supported 
jointly by the State and municipality. Your committee feels that in · 
any permanent system the State should be the operating unit of such 
employment offices, and that the existence of such offices should be en
couraged. The Federal Government itself should not operate local offices 
or do placement work. 

"3. However, for the purpose of bringing about coordi.nation, the 
Federal Government should-

"(a) Collect, compile, and make available statistical information. 
cc (b) Collect and make available information which will facilitate in

terstate placements. 
" (c) Through educational measures improve standards of work and 

encourage the adoption of uniform systems." 
May I request that this letter be considered a supplement to our brief. 

I am, very respectfully yours, 
JAMES A. EMERY, 

General Counsel National Association of Manutactut·ers. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 
yield for that purpose? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield for that purpose. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary ·will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: 
Allen Fess King 
Ashurst Frazier La Follette. 
Baird George McKellar 
Barkley Gillett McMaster 
Bingham Glass Mc.Kary 
Black Glenn Metcalf 
Blaine Goldsborough Norris 
Blease Gould Nye 
Borah Greene Oddie 
Bratton Hale Overman 
Brock Harris Patterson 
Broussard Harrison Phlpps 
Capper Hastings Pine 
Caraway Hatfield Rabsdell 
Connally Hawes Reed 
Copeland Hayden Robinson, Ark. 
Couzens Howell Robinson, Ind. 
Cutting Johnson Robsion, Ky. 
Dale Jones Schall 
Deneen Kendrick Sheppard 
Dill Keyes Shipstead 

· Shortridge 
Simmons 
Smoot 
Steiwer 
Stephens 
Sullivan 
Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Townsend 
Trammell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Waterman 
Watson 
Wheeler · 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-two Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. BINGHA.M. Mr. President, the bill now before us estab- · 
lishes a national group of employment offices through a bureau 
within the Department of Labor, to be known as the Unite.d 
States employment service, with an a:ppointed director general 
at $10,000 a year, and a woman assistant. An appropriation 
of $4,000,000 a year for four years is provided, 75 per cent of 
which is for State aid on the so-called 50-50 or dollar per 
dollar basis. During the past few years there have been a 
great many speeches by prom~nent business men and others 
deeply interested in the prosperity of the country deploring the 
growth of this 50-50 Federal-aid system, but when it comes to 
a case of relieving suffering we are sometimes inclined to shut 
our eyes to our principles and vote for something in which we 
do not believe in an effort to meet a condition of suffering. I 
b~lieve, l\fr. President, that we can meet that condition without 
offending any gf our principles ' in this matter. 

Under this bill the State is to receive a Federal allotment 
on the basis of population only when it accepts the act and 
receives Federal appro>al of its proposed plan of operation ; in 
other words, the State must design its employment agency along 
the lines approved by the bureau in Washington in order to 
receive Federal aid, but if it has an idea that it wants to 
carry on the work in its own way, it will have to go without 
the Federal aid even though the taxpayers must share in meet
ing the cost of the bilL 

The bill will allow the Federal bureau to establish employ
ment offices in States where there are no offices, or in States 
where the existing offices do not comply with the provisions of 
this bill. In other words, if the State has an employment office 
that the bureaucracy in the Department of Labor do not think 
is a proper employment office, then they will set up a competing 

office at the expense of the taxpayers of the United States, 
including the taxpayers of that State. 

This bill is an unauthorized -use of the appropriation power 
to regulate the internal police policy of the severar States. The 
Supreme Court has held that "Congress is not empowered to tax 
for those purposes which are within the exclusive power of 
the States." Furthennore, many State courts of last instance, 
and the United States Supreme Court itself, have held that the 
regulation of employment agencies has always been recognized 
as an internal matter within the control of the States, except in 
a great national emergency. 

The late Chief .Justice Taft, in the famous child-labor tax 
case, where CDngress sought to invade the police power of the 
States unuer the guise of taxation, said: 

'.!;'he good sought in unconstitutional legislation is an insidious feature 
because it leads citizens and legislators of good purpose to promote 1t 
without thought of the serious breach it will make in the ark of our 
covenant, or the harm which will come from breaking down recognized 
standards. In the maintenance of local self-government on the one 
hand and the national- power on the other our country has been able 
to endure and prosper for nearly a century and a half. 

Those were the ·words of the late Chief Justice Taft. 
Mr. President, this bill confers upon a Federal bureau and 

an executive officer what seems to me to be unprecedented 
authority t;o control the use of an appropriation in order sub-
stantially to establish and determine the policy of the several 
States with respect to the subject matter of the bill. The un
expended balances remaining after the 75 per cent State-aid 
allotment are in ~ntrol of the director general, who may de
term~ne the number of offi~es, their regulations and standards 
of efficiency, the conformity of State plans to · his regulations, 
the proper expenditure of Federal-aid allotments, and even the 
Droper expenditure of their own State funds in the premises. 
Moreover, it authorizes him to treat with a State governor in 
the establishment of a policy which is really legislative in 
character. 

The bill carries the right to coerce the individual States into 
the acceptance of Federal policies as to employment agencies 
by establi.shing such agencies within the State whether or not 
they are desireq. They niay even be established in a State in 
conflict with existing State facilities. 

It is rather an amusing commentary on the whirligig of his· 
tory that this bill should be proposed by a member of the party 
that has long upheld State rights as one of its chief articles of . 
belief, and should at the present moment be opp08ed by a mem
ber of a party that has only recently come around to a belief , 
in the importance of the maintenance of State rights as ex
pressed in its national platform. 

The conference on unemployment called by President Harding 
in 1921 adopted a resolution of which the following sentence 
was a significant part: 

Your committee feels that in any permanent system the State should 
be the operating unit of such employment offices, and that th,e existence 
of such offices should be encouraged. 

This conference went on to say in their report: 
The Federal Government itself should not operate local offices or do 

placement work. 

I may call to your attention the fact that a bill similar to this 
was introduced in 1919, at a time of unemployment; long hear
ings were held upon it; and it was finally decided not to report 
the bill favorably. 

In my own State we have an adequate system of employment 
agencies which, in connection with numerous free employment 
bureaus conducted by our industrial organizations, provide clear
ing houses as adequate as any that c;ould be introduced by the 
Federal Government. An arrangement has also been in exist
ence for some time whereby the State labor department officials 
represent the Federal Employment Service in our State. The 
most that could be hoped fo_r under the bill is the broadcasting 
of information on employment along interstate lines-a consum
mation which could be brought about without the e:A'"Penditure 
of $4,000,000 annually, and without coercive usurpation of State 
~hl& i 

The National Association of Manufacturers, whose brief was 
read a few moments ago, are uaturally dee:ply interested in hav
ing prosperity in order that their manufactures may be bought. 

They are just as interested in securing general employment 
and general prosperity as any body of people in the country. 
They are just as interested in seeing to it that there is no un
employment in the country as any political party or aoy body 
of persons in the colmtry. They have carefully studied this 
matter, and they have opposed it in the brief which I have 
S1Jbmitted. 

'. 
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It may interest you to know that some of the local organiza
tions engaged in trying to prevent unemployment are also 
opposed to the bill. I hold in my hand a letter from the em
ployers' association of my home county, which I ask to have 
read at the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (:Mr. BRATTON in the chair). 
Without objection, the letter will be read. 

The Chief Clerk read as follows: 
THE EMPLOYERs' ASSOCIATION OF NEW HAVEN COUNTY, 

Netv Haven, Ootm., April 9, 19SO. 
Hon. HlRA.M BrNGHAM, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR: We have studied Senator WAGNER's bill (S. 3060) to estab

lish Federal labor offices in the various States in the Union, and we 
strongly oppose the adoption of such a bill on the following grounds : 

1. It creates one more bureau under the control of the Federal Gov
ernment to usurp the rights of the various States. 

2. There are at the present time plenty of labor bureaus in New 
Haven and throughout the State to handle the situation. In addition 
many social agencies are handling the unemployment situation, which 
an office such as the Wagner bill provides for could not possibly do. 

3. The State of Connecticut already has a chain of free employment 
bureaus throughout the State, which would be interfered with by the 
Wagner bill. 

4. Any unemployment statistics gathered by the Federal employment 
office would be stale and of no value before they could be collected. 
What we want is to create jobs not figures. 

We have read carefully the brief of the National Association of Manu
facturers submitted in opposition to this bill, and belie•e it covers the 
ground very thoroughly and presents the matter in the way which we 
believe it should be viewed. We trust you will see this matter in the 
light in which we view it and that you will feel disposed to oppose it 
when it comes on the floor of the Senate for discussion. 

For your information the Employers' Association of New Haven 
County is composed of over a hundred of the larger manufacturers, retail 
department stores, and banks of the city of New Haven. 

Very truly yours, 
T. F. SILKMAN, Secretary. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, it will be seen that it is not 
simply the manufacturers who are opposed to this bill. The 
association whose letter was just read is composed largely of 
those who are in control of retail stores and banks. There is 
no body of men in our community that is more interested in 
seeing general prosperity and general employment than that 
body of men. 

It seems to me it is very significant that in a State which is 
e sentially an industrial State--although we have also a large 
number of farmers, engaged chiefly in dairy farming and pro
viding the cities with food from the market gardens and from 
the products of the dairy farm9;-where we are inflicted wi~ a 
considerable amount of unemployment at the present time, 

- there is practically a universal protest against the passage of 
this bill. 

We beli~ve in Connecticut that this bill will drive a wedge 
still deeper into the question of State rights and State . so.v
ereignty. We believe that to meet national emergencies in this 
manner is destructive of the rights of the States and is de
structive of that very State sovereignty which the people of 
these United States retained to themselves when the Co!J.Stitu
tion gave to Congress certain powers. 

I shall not endeavor to say whether or not this bill is con
stitutional. It would scarcely befit me to express an opinion 
on that point; but I am certain that this bill and s!milar 
measures tend to destroy the very roots of our federation of 
States, which guarantee to the States themselves certain powers 
and grant to the Federal Government only those powers which 
the States have surrendered. 

If the States are to be bribed into passing legislation that 
they do not desire, if the States are to be coerced by being 
taxed for measures of which they do not approve and from 
which they refuse to accept any benefits, then we have a state 
of affairs that calls for serious study. I certainly hope, not
withstanding the present situation in the country, notwith
standing the fact that all of us desire to do all that we can 
properly to promote prosperity and to promote employment, 
that the present moment and its exigencies will not be made use 
of to bring into being another one of these 50-50 Federal-aid 
propo itiop.s which strike at the very roots of our form of 
go.vernment. 

l\1r. BLEASE. .Mr. President, on Friday, May 9, I had in
serted in the CoNGRESSIONAL REcoRD certain letters in reference 
to the tariff on cement. I think I ha.ve some information along 
that line which might be valuable to the discussion of the bill 
now under consideration ; and I ask, without reading, to hav~ 

printed a letter from the Carolina Portland Cement Co., of 
Charleston, S. C. ; also an article referred to in that letter, 
which is printed in a Belgian paper called "Neptune," of the 
15th of April, 1930, and along with it I submit the translation 
into English of the article. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the matter will 
be printed in the RECORD. 

The matter referred to is as follows : 
CHARLESTON, S. C., May 10, 19SO. 

Hon. COLE. L. BLEA.SE, 
Untted Sto;tes Senator tram So-uth OaroZina, 

Wasliington, D. 0. 
DEAR SENATOR : The writer while in Washington last week attempted 

to get in touch with you but regretted very much that you were engaged 
in another appointment, though did have the pleasure of talking with 
your secretary. · 

As you may surmise from the name on our letterhead, we are vitally 
interested in the cement tariff and have followed with interest the part 
you are taking in this fight, and we sincerely hope that in spite of the 
discouragements that have been met you will be successful and see 
your amendment adopted, not only from the State of South Carolina 
standpoint, who are now attempting to buy cement to the best possible 
advantage, which will be paid for by her people, but from the standpoint 
of the country as a whole, as you can see from the article in the in
closed copy of Neptune--this article has been sent me by a friend from 
New Orleans, and I am attaching the translation also. You, undoubtedly, 
in your close touch with the situation, understand fully what reaction 
is going ori now in Europe toward our tarilf bill, and with Belgium, one 
of the smallest countries and yet our thirteenth largest customer, beirig 
forced to seek and build up another market for her exports, every day 
on account of this tariff seeking other sources of supply, what of the 
larger countries and customers of our country and the effect upon our 
exports retaliation is sure to bring? 

We will follow with interest your progress, and sincerely hope that 
other Senators will soon see the correctness of your position. 

Yours very truly, 
CAROLINA PORTLAND CEMENT Co., 
JuLEs LAVERGNE, Jr., Secretary. 

[Inclosure] 

UNE INT:IiJBESSANTE SUGGESTION-LA QUESTION DU TARII!' DOUANIER AUX 
ETATS-UNI8-COMMENT NOUS D~FENDR»? 

Un de nos correspondants qui a suivi de tres pres les discussions rela
tives au nouveau tarif douanier des Etats-Unis nous fait une tr~ 

int~ressante suggestion qui nous parait digne - d'etre retenue et sur 
laquelle nous attirons sp~cialement !'attention de nos importateurs. 

Jusqu'A present les efforts m~ritoires de nos agents diplomatiques ne 
semblent pas avoir reussi a apporter quelque am~lioration aux tendances 
ultra-protectionnistes des Americains; nous l'avons dit souvent, c'est 
aux industriels et aux consommateurs belges a. se dHendre eux-men:es. 
Cela etant, voici !'interessante lettre de notre correspondant: 

"En relevant Ie nom de tous les dHenseurs de !'importation des 
produits belges aux Etats-Unis, je remarque que ceux-ci sont originaires 
des Etats dont les produits trouvent un marche r~gulier en Belgique, 
tels que tous les produitB agricoles de l'Ouest et du Centre-Ouest, les 
cotons et leurs derives des Etats du Sud, les huiles minerales du Golfe 
do Mexique ainsi que les bois, soufre, etc., de meme provenance. 

" Seuls les Senateurs de la Louisiane ont fait cause commune avec les 
protectionnistes a outrance ~t ont vote les plus hauts droits sur les 
quelques articles susceptibles d'etre vendus . dans leur Etat par la 
Belgique. 

"Ne serait-ce pas le moment de se concerter pour adopter une 
politique de reciprocite vis-A-vis de la Louisiane et acheter dorenavant 
dans les autres Etats, ceux des produits qui s'y trouvent a aussi bon 
compte ; si pas parfois meilleur marche? 

" C'est ainsi que les cotons sont produits dans tous les Etats du Sud, 
les huiles minerales, soufre, bois, etc., dans le Texas dont les represen
tants ont si bien defendu la politique de reciprocite commerciale. Ce 
dernier Etat peut assurer ses expeditio.ns vers notre pays par lea 
nombreux ports du Golfe du 1\Iexique, tels que Beaumont, Houston, 
Galveston, Corpus Christi, etc. • • • a un taux de fret equivala.nt 
et parfois meme plus reduit que celui que l'on doit payer pour des ex
peditions par la Nouvelle-Orleans, le principal port de la Louisiane. 

" Si vous voulez vendre, vous devriez etre consentant d'acheter. 
" Si la Louisiane ne veut pas des produits belges, pourquoi ach~ 

terions-nous les siens? 
"Veuillez agreer • • •." 

[Translation] 
AN INTERESTING SUGGESTION--THE UNITED STATES TABIFF BILL-HOW CA.N 

WE DEFEND OURSELVES? 

One of our correspondents who has closely followed the discussion of 
the United States tarilJ' bill made us a very interesting suggestion. 
which is worthy of consideration, and upon which we call especiallY, 
the attention of our importers. 
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The meritorious efforts of our .diplomatic agents do not seem to have 

brought about the slightest improvement in the ultraprotectionist ten
dencies of the Americans. We have repeatedly stated it behooves the 
Belgian industrialists and consumers to defend themselves. 

This being the case, we are now giving space to the interesting letter 
of our corre pondent : , 

" In perusing the names of those favoring the importation of Belgian 
products into the States, we notice those representing the States whose 
products find a regular market in Belgium, such as agricultural prod
ucts from the West and Central West, cotton and by-products of the 
South, mineral oils of the Gulf of Mexico, as well as lumber, sulphur, 
etc., from the same origin. 

"Alone, the Senators of Louisiana have joined bands with the ultra
protectionists and voted tlie highest duties on the few products which 
Belgium can sell in their Sta.te. 

" Is the time not at hand when we can adopt a concerted action for 
a reciprocal policy toward Louisiana, and buy henceforth in other 
States such products as can be found thither at equal prices if not 
cheaper? 

" Cotton, for instance, is raised in all the Southern States, mineral 
oils, sulphur, lumber, etc., in Texas, whose representatives have so well 
defended the policy of commercial reciprocity. 

"This last State can take care of the shipping to our country through 
its numerous ports of Beaumont, Houston, Galveston, Corpus Christi, 
etc., at a freight rate equivalent and sometimes cheaper than those 
paid for shipments from New Orleans, the principal port of Louisiana. 

" If you want to sell, you must be willing to buy. 
" If Louisiana does not want Belgian products; why should we buy 

theirs?" 

Mr. BLEASE. I also have an article from the United States 
Daily of Monday, May 12, 1930, showing the road contracts that 
ha\e just been awarded in 35 States, twice the 1929 total. The 
beading reads, in part : 

Early awards are described by Mr. Lamont as significant of employ
ment trend during year. Decreases reported by only five States. 

In that article will be seen to some extent the amount of 
cement that is going to be used, in the United States for con
tracts which were given out during the first quarter of this year, 
and, of cour8e, in each quarter there will be other contracts 
awarded. 

In the same paper this morning there is an article entitled 
"Sea.·onal Expan ion in Dallas Area Led by Cement Pro
duction." 

I ask that both · these articles be printed in the RIOOORD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 

[From the United States Daily, Monday, May 12, 19301 

ROAD COXTRACTS IN 35 STATES ARE TWICE 1929 TOTAL--EARLY AWARDS 

ABE DESCRIBED BY MR. LA.UONT AS SIGNIFICANT OF EMPLOYMENT 

'!'REND DURilSG YEAR-DECREASES REPORTED BY ONLY 5 STATES

PEXl\Sl'LVANIA LEADS IN DoLLAR VALUE oF Co:-<STRUCTro~ WonK 

WITH AN AGGREGATE OF MORE THAN $114,000,000. 

Contracts for highway construction awarded during the first three 
months of this year in 35 States more than doubled the awards for 
the same period last year and reached a total of more than $114,000,000, 
according to a statement on lay 10 by the Department of Commerce. 

Increases reported by 30 States more than made up for reductions 
in 5 ; Ohio and Idaho led in percentage of increase, while Pennsyl
vania's was the greatest in <lollar value. The showing of some States 
was affected adversely by litigation and other factors not readily con
trollable and the returns still leave one-fourth of the country to be 
heard from, the statement points out. 

EMPLOYMENT AIDED 

In making the figures public the Secretary of Commerce, Robert P. 
Lamont, said " the large volume of early awards may be especially 
significant in spreading employment throughout the year," and that 
highway projects " provide employment both directly and indirectly 
over broader areas than any other type of public work." 

The department's statement follows in full text: 
" Striking activity in highway construction this year is indicated 

l1y reports to Secretary of Commerce R. P. Lamont from the governors 
of 35 States. Thirty States report increases, with 16 of the governors 
announcing contract awards for the first quarter of 1930, 100 per cent 
or more above the same period last year. 

IIXPENDITURES DOUBLED 

"The figures, wllicb cover almost 75 per cent of the country, show 
contracts awarded during the first quarter of this year valued at 
$114,101,383, against $50,910,133 for the corresponding period of last 
year, a net increase of slightly over 124 per cent for the group of 
States which have reported so far. 

"Three States--West Virginia, New Mexico, and South Dakota-which 
awarded no highway contracts during the first three months of 1929, 
' eport awards totaling $4,367,075 for the first quarter of 1930. 

" The greatest relative increases are shown in Ohio and Idaho. In 
the former State the awards for the first three months of this year 
were approximately t>leven times greater thim the corresponding quarter 
a year ago, while Idaho shows increased awards over ninety times larger 
than last year. 

"Pennsylvania, with contracts awarded valued at $15,469,853 for the 
first quarter of 1930, against $2,282,813 for the same period of 1929, 
has the greatest dollar value. This is an increase of 577 per cent." 

S UBSTANTIAL IN'CREASES 

Contracts for highway construction in New Hampshire during the 
first quarter of this year increased 755 per cent, Washington 650 per 
cent, and Colorado 455 per cent. 

Other substantial increases were Oregon, 230 per cent; Maryland, 225 
per cent; Iowa, 207 per cent; Wisconsin, 202 per cent; California, 181 
per. cent; Indiana, 165 per cent; North Carolina, 155 per cent; Missouri, .. 
144 per cent; Florida, 109 per eent; and Virginia, 100 per cent. 

Among the various States which registered smaller increases are Ne
vada, 80 per cent; Kansas, 68.1 per cent; Connecticut, 46.5 per cent; 
Texas, 33 per cent; New Jersey, 31.8 per cent; New York, 31.2 per cent; 
Arizona, 25.8 per cent; South Carolina, 23.8 per cent; Utah, 22 per cent; 
and Minnesota, 18.6 per cent. 

Some States were unable to make as favorable a first quarter showing 
as might otherwise have been the case on account of litigation affecting 
financing fiscal calendars, which left only a limited amount of funds 
available for commitment early in the calendar year, and other causes 
not readily controllable. 

Decreases over last year were reported for Kentucky, which declined 
96 per cent; Michigan, 55 per cent; Delaware, 40 per cent; Montana, 
approximately 32 per cent; and Arkansas 1% per cent. 

OF NATIONAL IMPORTANCE 

The great increase in early season highway construction is a matter 
of considerable national importance in the opinion of Secretary Lamont. 
Improved highways represent a material contribution to the stabilization 
of business conditions of the present and the future, and the large 
volume of early awards may be especially significant in connection with 
the problem of spreading employment throughout the year. 

Ill\ addition to facilitating the distribution of the innumerable products 
of the farms and factories when completed, highway construction opera
tions under way involve the use of millions of tons of material drawn 
from widely separated sources, and they provide employment, both di
rectly and indirectly, over broader areas than any other type of public 
work. It is estimated that nearly 50 cents of each $1 spent for highway 
building and maintenance is paid for the labor involved. 

The following table shows the value. of the highway contracts awarded 
for each State during the first quarter of this year against the corre
sponding period last year, the amount of the increase or decrease, and 
the percentage gained or lost in each case : 

Highway contracts awarded for each State 

1929 1930 Increase 

Arizona__________________________________ $638, 095 $802,636 $164, 541 
Arkansas __ ______________________________ 2, 932,011 2, 885,542 1 46,469 
California ___ ---------------------------- 2, 200,000 6, 184,000 3, 984,000 
Colorado ._- ----------------------------- 220,000 1, 220,000 l, 000,000 
Connecticut.____________________________ 990,983 1, 453,192 462,209 
Delaware________________________________ 703,612 421,384 1282,228 
Florida___ ___ ____________________________ 753,033 1, 577,372 824,339 
Idaho____________________________________ 1, 968 182,000 180,032 
Indiana__________________________________ 1, 221,388 3, 242,724 2, 021,336 
Iowa____________________________________ 3, 659,532 11,232,268 7, 572,736 
Kansas__________________________________ 832,021 1, 401,675 569,654 
Kentucky_------------------------------ 1, 202,421 50,463 11, 151,958 
Maryland.------------------------------ 386,899 1, 254, 307 867,408 
Massachusetts.---- ~ --------------------- 2 2, 776,108 3, 158,824 382,716 
Michigan________________________________ 1, 580,827 714, 527 1866,300 
Minnesota_______________________________ 1, 906,430 2, 261,484 355,054 
Missouri. ___ ---------------------------- 4, 381,900 10, 699,657 6, 317,757 
Montana_____________________ _________ __ 1, 128,000 770,000 1358,000 
Nevada__________________________________ 172,714 311,667 138,953 
New Hampshire.----- - ---------~-------- 40,514 346,549 306,035 
New Jersey-- ---------------------------- 4, 090,385 5, 391, 190 1, 300,805 New Mexico _____________________________ ---------- --r- 1, 334,000 1, 334,000 

ew York_______________________________ 2, 168,713 2, 845,403 676,690 
North Carolina______ ___________ _________ 481, 344 1, 231,031 749,687 
Ohio__ ______________ ___ __________ ______ __ 710,476 8, 330, 915 7, 620,439 
Oregon__ ___ _____________________________ 831,000 2, 74l, 000 1, 910,000 
Pennsylvania____________________________ 2, 282,813 15,469,853 13, 187,040 
South Carolina__________________________ 759,697 940,676 180,979 
South Dakota._-------------------_____ _ ______ _ __ _____ 548, 429 548, 429 
Texas____________________________ ________ 5, 195, 132 6, 920,384 1, 725,252 
Utah.----------------------------------- 340,741 416,971 76,230 
Virginia_________________________________ 4, 500,000 9, 000,000 4, 500,000 
Washington.--- - ------------------------ 169,931 1, 274,132 1, 104,201 West Virginia _______________ __ __________ -------------- 2, 484,646 2, 484,646 
Wisconsin.----------------------------- - a 1, 651,445 5, 002,482 3, 351,037 

I----------I----------1----------
TotaL: ________________ ~----------- 50,910, 133 114, 101,383 63, 191, 250 

1 Decrease. 
• Period Dec. 1 1929, to Apr. 10, 1930. 
a Jan. 1 to May 1 (April, 1930, estimated). 

I 
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S:ElASQNAL E~PANSION IN DALLAS AREA LED BY CEMENT PRODUCTION.:_ 

REP()RT OF FEDEBAL RESE]tVE BA:rjK SAYS WHOLESALE DISTRIBUTION_ 

,J,i'ALf:S ·OFF; AGRICULTURE NORMAL 

DALLAS, TEx., May 9.-Varied trends were noted in the statistical 
indices of business and industry of the eleventh Federal reserve district 
during March, according to 'the monthly business review of the Federal 
Reserve Bank of Dallas. Seasonal expansion was reported in depart
ment -store sales, lumber production, cotton consumption, and a large 
increase in cement production and shipment. Wholesale distribution of 
merchandise fell off, on the other hand. 

Agricultural operations proceeded normally. Banking conditions we11e 
further improved. The business mortality rate turned upward. 

VARIED TBENDS 

The district summary follows in full text : 
Statistical indices of business and industry in the eleventh Fede;al 

reserve district reflected varied trends during March. Seasonal expan
sion was noted in department store sales, debits to individual accounts, 
the valuation of building permits issued at principal cities, the produc
tion and shipments of lumber, and cotton consumption, but in each in
stance there was a substantial decline as compared to the corresponding 
month a year ago. The production and shipments of cement during the 
month showed a large increase over both February, 1930, and March, 
1929. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, in the Arizona Silver Belt, a 
paper published at Miami, Ariz., Monday evening, May 5, 1930, 
is a strong editorial, headed "The Mexican .Immigration Issue." 
Those who are in favor of allowing Mexican immigrants to come 
into this country temporarily will find this a very interesting 
article. I call it especially to the attention of the junior Sen
ator from Arizona [Mr. HAYDEN·], who . made such a strong 
speech in opposition to what was known as the Harris bill. 
This editorial from his own State takes exactly the opposite 
position. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there obje~tion? 
There being no objection, the editorial was ordered to be 

printed in the RECORD, as follows: 
[From Arizona Silver Belt of Monday, May 5, 1930] ,. 

THE MEXICAN IMMIGRATION ISSUE 

By referring the Harris bill back to committee, the Senate has post
poned action on Mexican immigration. This question, which is of vital 
importance to every worker and employer in the country, is receiving 
comparatively little attention in New England and the northern . tier 
States where Mexicans are less frequently seen. Yet, though they are 
not present in numbers, their effect is evident in the unemployment of 
thousands. Numberless workmen and hundreds of employers in those 
very Northern States are probably receiving more harm from that immi
gration than those of ·any other part of the country. This Is the way 
it works ; Mexican competition is breaking down the labor market ln 
the South and West, and competition there is breaking it down all over 
the country. The heads of northern industries are receivtng notices 
that labor is cheaper elsewhere and are urged to move while at the 
same time they are getting the competition of that cheaper labor. Mex
icans are not only driving Americans out of the southern fields and 
into the shops and mills of the South, thus cheapening the labor Lmarket, 

. but Mexicans are being taken into those very shops and mills. A· long 
list can be given including railroads, mines, foundries, ··cotton mills, 
overall and garment working shops, candy and cigars, where Mexican 
labor already constitutes from 60 to 95 per cent of the forces employed. 

Their standard of living is such that they are breaking down the 
American labor market. This means, for a large part of the country 
where Mexican competition is felt although Mexicans have not yet 
penetrated, old industries give up and new industries do not start. 
For the rest of the country it means that employers must run sweat 
shops, and that working men and women who have to compete directly 
with Mexicans must give up their hope of the better living for them
selves and their children that all Americans expect, and to which all 
honest workers are entitled. 

The only ones to benefit are those few interests who are now working 
tooth and nail in Congress to continue the conditions under which 
they are able to make money by exploiting -newly arrived Mexican labor. 
With this going on, what use is it to shut out Europeans, when we 
have only presented our jobs to Mexicans? 

The Senate's excuse for postponing action is a miserable wrangle 
over quotas, where a few hundred more or less, one way or the other, 
makes little or no difference. The renewal of his controversy is a god
send to those who wish to retain Mexican immigration. It will enable 
those who want to evade real American issues to continue talking and 
to make cheap political capital by. exciting racial controversies. All 
the tim~ everybody knows that we need none of these foreigners, but 
have not enough jobs for our own pec;>ple. ft will be well for those 
who hear the echoes of this latter controversy from Washington to re
mind their representatives that they had better forget foreign interests 
and look after the interest .of Americans of ali origins who want to 

keep their jobs and raise their families. under decent American condi
tions. They can do this by stopping Mexican immigration. 

Quota controversy is a red herring drawn across the trail leading to 
real betterment. It substitutes racial wrangles for the discussion of 
real American interests. The American answer to its continuance 
should be the c1,1tting down of all foreign labor immigration until quotas 
are of no consequence. We need our own jobs for our own people. 

Mr. BLE.ASE. Mr. President, I think if those who are inter
es~ed in unemployment will read the articles which I have sub
m~tted they will find ·that if they will pass the Harris bill there 
wil1 not be the necessity for legislation that some are ctamorin<r 
for to-day. ~ 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, which will again be reported: 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 9 the committee proposes to strike 
out lines s· to 15, inclusive, and . to insert: . 

SEC. 11. (a) The directot· general shall establish a Federal advisory 
council composed of an equal number of employers and employees for 
the purpose of fot·mulating policies and discussing problems relating to 
unemployment. and insuring impartiality, neutrality, and freedom from 
political influence in solution of such problems. Members of such coun
cil shall be selected from time to time in such manner as the director 
general shall prescribe. The director general shall also require the 
organization of similar State advisory councils composed of equal num-
bers of employers and employees. · 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill is still in Committee of the 

Whole and open to amendment. . 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, may I ask whether it is the 

purpose of the Senator from New York further to discuss his · 
proposal? 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I have no de ire to impose 
my elf upon the Senate, unless there is some provision which 
some Senator desires specifically to have discussed. 

Mr. McNARY. The amendments having been disposed of the 
next p'rocedure would be to submit the measure to a vote. ' 

Mr. WAGNER. That is the next step. 
Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think a quorum should be 

called. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll. 
The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
Allen George Metcalf Smoot 
Baird Glass Norris Steiwer 
Bingham Glenn Nye Sullivan 
Black Goldsborough Oddie Swanson 
Blaine Greene Overman Thomas, Idaho 
Blease Hale Patterson Thomas, Okla. 
Bratton Harris Phipps Townsend 
Broussard Hastings Pittman Trammell 
Capper Hatfield Ransdell Tydings 
Copeland Hawes Reed Vandenberg 
Couzens Hayden Robinson, Ark. Wagner 
Cutting Johnson Robinson, Ind. Walcott 
Dale Jones Robsion, Ky. Walsh, Mass. 
Den.een La Folle.tte Schall Wal h, Mont. 
Dill McKellar Sheppard Waterman 
Fess McMaster Shipstead Watson 
Frazier McNary Simmons Wheeler 

The VICE PRESIDEr-..--rr. Sixty-eight Senators having an
swered to their names, a quorum is present. 

The bill is as in Committee of the Whole and open to amend
ment. If there be no further amendment, the bill will be re
ported to the Senate. 

The bill was ·reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, and 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the bill pass? 
:Mr. NORRIS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas arid nays were ordered, and the Chief Clerk pro

ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. ·BLEASE (when his name was called). I have a general 

pair with the senior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. GoFF]. 
Not knowing how he would vote if pre ent, I withhold my vote. 

:Mr. McNARY (when his name was called). I have a pair 
with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HARRISON]. Not know
ing how he would vote on this question, I withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BRATTON (after having voted in the affirmative). On 

this question I have a pair with the junior Senator from Maine 
[Mr. GoULD], which I transfer to the senior Senator from \Vyo
ming [Mr. KENDRICK], and allow my vote to stand. 

Mr. STECK. I have a pair with the junior Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY]. Therefore I withhold my vote. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. May I inquire- if the junior 

Senator from Obio [Mr. McCULLOCH] bas voted? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. That Senator has not voted. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am paired with the junior 

Senator from Ohio. Not knowing how he would vote and being 
unable to obtain a tram;fer I withhold my vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I inquire whether the senior Senator from 
Massachusetts [Mr. GIIJLE'IT] has voted? 

The VICE PRESIDENT, That Senator has not voted. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I transfer my pair with that Senator to 

the junior Senator from Tennessee [1\Ir. BROCK] and vote 
"yea." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. I have a general pair with the 
junior Senato"r from Mississippi [Mr. STEPHENS]. In his ab
sence not knowing how he would vote, I withhold my vote. 

Mr: BAIRD. My colleague [Mr. KEAN] is detained on ac
count of illness. lie bas a special pair on this question with 
the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. BROOKHART]. If present, 
my colleague would vote "nay." I am informed that the 
junior Senator from Iowa, if present, would vote "yea," 

Mr. FESS. I desire to announce the following general -pairs: 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. ·w ATSO]IO] with the Senator 

from South Carolina [Mr. SMITH]; 
The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. GRUNDY] with the 

Senator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]; 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. IlEBERT] with the 

Senator from Alabama [Mr. HEFLIN]; 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. MosES] with the 

Senator from Utah [Mr. KING]; and · 
The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. KEYES] with the 

Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY]. 
I am not advised bow any of these Senators would vote on 

this question. 
The result was announced-yeas 34, nays 27, as follows: 

Barkley 
Blaine 
Bratton 
Broussard 
Copeland 
Couzens 
Cutting 
Dill 
Frazier 

Baird 
Bingham 
Black 
Dale . 
Deneen 
Fess 
Goldsborough 

George 
Glass 
Harris 
Hatfield 
Hayden 
Johnson 
La Foll~>tte 
McKellar 
McMaster 

Greene~ 
Hale 
Hastings 
Hawes 
Jones 
Metcalf 
Oddie 

YEA$--34 
Norris 
Nye 
Pittman 

· Ransdell 
Robinson, Ark. 
Schall 
Sheppard 
Shipstead 
Simmons 

NA.YS-'27 
Overman 
Patterson 
Phipps 
Reed 
Robsion, Ky. 
Smoot 
Steiwer 

NOT VOTING-35 
Allen Fletcher 
Ashurst Gillett 
Blease Glenn 
Borah Goff 
Brock Gould 
Brookhart Grundy 
Capper Harrison 
Caraway Hebert 
Connally Heflin 

So the bill was passed. 

Howell 
Kean 
Kendrick 
Keyes 
King 
McCulloch 
McNary 
Mo.ses · 
Norbeck 

ORDER FOR ADJOURNMENT 

Swanson 
Thomas, Idaho 
Thomas, Okla. 
Trammell 
Wagner 
Walsh, Mont. 
Wheeler 

Sullivan 
Townsend 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Walcott 
Waterman 

Pine 
Robinson, Ind. 
Shortridge 
Smith 
Steck 
Stepbens 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson 

1\Ir. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent that when the Sen
ate concludes its work to-day it adjourn until 12 o'clock to
morrow. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
bears none, and it is so ordered. 

TRANSFER OF PROHIBITION ENFORCEMENT 
M..r. OVERMAN. 1\lr. President, I move that the Senate pro

ceed to the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8574) to transf~r to 
the Attorney General certain functions in the administration of 
the national prohibition act, to create a Bureau of Prohibition 
in the Department of Justice, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senato1~ from North Carolina. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I have a number of amend
ments which I desire to offer to this measure. I should like to 
have an opportunity to present them before any action is taken 
on the bill. May I inquire of the Senator from North Carolina. 
what is his intention with reference to pressing the considera
tion of the bill to-day? 

Mr. OVERMAN. If my motion is agreed to I intend to ask 
that the further consideration of the measure be postponed until 
to-morrow, as the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. HEBERT], 
who is much interested in the measure, .was called to his home 
on account of a death in his family. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senato~ from North Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as- in Committee 
of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 8574) to 
transfer to the Attorney General certain functions in the ad
ministration of the national prohibition act, to create a Bureau 
of Prohibition in the Department of Justice, an.d for other 
purposes, which had been reported from the Committee on the 
Judiciary with amendments. 

1\Ir. McNARY. Mr. President, I a sk unanimous consent that 
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. 

The VICE PRESIDE~""T. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

THE CALENDAR 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, under an order previously en

tered this afternoon, the Senate bas agreed to adjourn at the 
close of to-day's business until to-morrow at 12 o'clock, which 
will automatically bring up the calendar for consideration until 
2 o'clock. I now ask unanimous consent that we proceed to the 
consideration of unobjected bills on the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I understand we are not going 

to consider the unfinished business to-day, but the request is to 
proceed with the calendar? 

The VICE PRESIDE}.'T. The unfinished business has been 
temporarily laid aside and will not come up again until to
morrow. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I inquire 
of the Senator from Oregon, at what P.Oint it is proposed to re-
sume the consideration of bills on the calendar? · 

l\Ir. McNARY. We completed the call of the calendar a few 
days ago, so that now we would automatically commence with 
the first number on the calendar-No. 17-and proceed to the 
consideration of unobjected bills. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The calendar call was completed 
the last time. Is there objection to the request of the Senator 
from Oregon? 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. President, following the consideration 
of the prohibition bill, which has just been made the unfinished 
business, another measure in which I am interested is upon the 
program for consideration. What is the purpose of the Senator 
from Oregon with reference to the disposition of the resolution 
( S. Res. 227) which I have introduced relating to a proposed 
change in tlie rules? 

Mr. McNARY. Under the program of the steering committee 
it follows the bill providing for transfer of the Prohibition Unit. 

Mr. SWAN SON. If I may have the Senator's assurance that 
it will follow the unfinished business, I have no objection. 

1\Ir. 1\IoNARY. I think the Senator from Virginia can rely 
on the good faith of the committee and th_ose in charge of the 
matter. 

1\ir. SWANSON. With that statement I am content. ~ 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 

the Senator from Oregon to proceed to the consideration of unob
jected bills on the calendar? The Chair hears none, and the 
clerk will state the first bill on the calendar. 

BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS PASSED OVER 

The bill (S. 168) proYiding for the biennial appointment of a 
boar.d of visitors to inspect and report upon the government and 
conditions in tb~ Philippine Islands was announced as the first 
order of business on the calendar. . . 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Let the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 1133) to amend section 8 of the act entitled "An 

act for preventing the manufacture, sale, or transportation of 
adulterated or misbranded or poisonous or deleterious foods, 
drugs, medicines, and liquors, and for regulating traffic therein, 
and for other purposes," approved June 30, 1906, as amended, 
was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have offered certain 
amendments to the bill. If they are satisfactory to the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. McNARY] I would be glad to withhold any 
objection to the present consideration of the bill. 

1\Ir.l\icNARY. I can assure the Senator emphatically that the 
amendments are not satisfactory. 

Mr. COPELAND. They are not satisfactory? 
Mr. l\IoNARY. They are not. At an early date .I hope we 

may proceed with the consideration of the bill. 
Mr. COPELAND. Then I ask that the bill go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 76) to amend Hule XXXIII of the 

Standing Rules of the Senate relating to the privilege of the 
floor was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLEASE. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 
The resolution (S. Res. 49) authorizing the Committee on 

Manufactures, .or any duly authorized subcommittee thereof, to 
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inve tigate immediately the working conditions of employees in 
the textile industry of the States of North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Tennes ee was announced as next in order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The bill ( S. 153) granting consent to the city and county of 
San Francisco to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge 
across the Bay of San Francisco from Rincon Hill to a point 
near tbe South Mole of San Antonio E tuary1 in the county of 
Alameda, in said State, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I a k that that go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

INVESTIGATION OF AIRPLANE ACCIDENTS 
The resolution ( S. Res. 119) authorizing and directing the 

CQmmittee on Interstate CQmmerce to investigate the wreck of 
the airplane Oity of San Francisco and certain matters pertain
ing to interstate air commerce was announced as next in order. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. President, in view of the remoteness of the 
circumstance, I shall ask that the resolution go over, unless the 
Senator from New l\Iexico desires to make a statement about it. 

!lr. BRATTON. Mr. President, to this measure, and also to 
Order of Business No. 151 on the calendar, bci.ng Senate Resolu
tion 206, the Senator from CQnnecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] is op
posed . . He has agreed that at the first call of the calendar fol-

.; lowing to-morrow Order of Business No. 151 may be taken up. 
So, with that understanding, I am willing that both measures 
should be passed over to-day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 
BUSINESS PASSED OVER 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 20) to promote peace and to 
equalize the burdens and to minimize the profits of war was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. DILL. I ask that the joint resolution be passed over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be passed 

over. 
The bill ( S. 477) to revise and equalize the rate of pension 

to certain soldiers, sailors, and marines of the Civil War, to 
certain widows, former widows of such soldiers, sailors, ·and 
marines, and granting pensions. and increase of pensions in 
certain cases was announced as next in order. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am advised by the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. ROBINSON] that the Senator from South 
Dakota [Mr. NoRBECK] would prefer that this bill go over. · So 
I make that request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 
The resolution ( S. Res. 206) requesting the Secretary of 

Coll]merce to furnish the Senate certain information respecting 
airt!raft accidents since May 20, 1926. was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, with the statement previously 
made, I ask that that resolution go over. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 6) to amend the definition of oleomargarine 

contained in the act entitled "An act defining butter, also im
posing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, impor
tation, and exportation of oleomargarine," approved August 2, 
1886, as amended, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. METCALF. Let that 'go over. 
'l'he VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over. 

SALABIES IN POLICE AND FffiE DEPARTMENTS OF DISTRICT 

The bill ( S. 2370) to fix the salaries of officers and mem
bers of the Metropolitan police force and the fire department of 
the District of Columbia was announced as next in order, and 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its 
consideration. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There are pending amendments 
offered by the Senator from CQlorado [Mr. PHIPPS], which will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 5, after the word ":-:·.: p(>r
intendent," it is proposed to strike out "$8,500" and iusert 
" $8,000," and at the beginning of line 6, to strike out " $5,500" 
and insert "$5,000." , 

The -VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, this morning the Senator from 
California [Mr. SHORTRIDGE] told me he wanted to oppose the 
amendments proposed by the Senator from Colorado. He is 
presently absent from the Chamber. So I make the request 
that this bill go over until the Senator from California shall 
return to the Chamber. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, I have no objection to the bill 
going o-ver, though I bad hoped it might be considered; but, iu 
view of the ab ence of the Senator, I had intended when :we 

reached an amendment to be offered to insert a new section to 
be known as section 6 to ask that the bill be- not considered 
further. However, it may as well go over now. 

Mr. McNARY. Let it go over for the present. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I hope the 

Senator will not ask that the bill go over. It has been pending 
a long time. A number of men are "interested in it. I under
stand the amendment of the Senator from Colorado merely pro
poses to cut dowil the salary of some of the higher officials. 

Mr. PHIPPS. That is correct. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not think the hundreds 

of other men in the police and fire departments should be pun
ished by having the bill delayed because of the absence of a 
Senator who wants to be heard on the question of reducing 
two of the salaries. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. The Senator from Kentucky is 
he1·e and ready to be heard. · 

Mr. WALSH of Mas achusetts. Very weJI. 
Mr. PIDPPS. Mr. President, I will say, for the information 

of the Senator from Massachusetts, that the Senator from Cali
fornia objected to the feature which would limit the amount 
of pensions that can be paid to those already receiving pensions 
to the same rate that they are now getting; that is, those pen
sioners now on the list would not benefit by this increase of 
salaries to the remaining officials as they otherwise would if an 
amendment intended to be proposed were adopted . 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am rather disr)osed to favor 
the Senator's amendment. 

Mr. PHIPPS. I thank the Senator. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. JoNES in the chair). With

out objection, the vote whereby the amendment of the Senator 
from Colorado was agreed to will be reconsidered, and the bill 
will be pas ed over. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. P~esident, I understand the objection is 
to last just so long as the absence of the Senator from California 
continues. I have sent for him, and he will be in the Chamber 
in a few moments. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the bill will be passed 
over temporarily. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. That is what I was going to ask, 
because we should like to have some action on this mea ure. 

Mr. McNARY. I shall a k that the bill be taken up as soon 
as the Senator from California returns. 

Mr. COPELAND. I understand, Mr. President, that no 
amendments have been adopted, and the bill will be before us as 
soon as the Senator from California comes in? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. The bill will 
be passed over temporarily. 

PLANT PATENTS 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill -{S. 4015) to provide for plant patents. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think the 
Senator sponsoring the bill should explain its provisions nnd 
purposes. It seems to propose an important change in the 
present law. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, the purpose of this bill is 
to authorize the grant of patents on new varieties of plants and 
thus give to agriculturists the same privileges that have been 
enjoyed by industrial inventors and discoverers during the last 
century. 

It has been indorsed by American Farm Bureau Federation; 
by President Settle, of the Indiana Farm Bureau; by the Na
tional Grange ; by the United States Department of Agricul
ture; by ex-Secretary of Agriculture Jardine; by Thomas A. 
Edison; by Commissianer of Agriculture Gilbert, of l\fas achu
setts, and other State agriculture commissioners; by Superin
tendent Johnson, of the Michigan Experiment Station; Pro
fes or Talbert, of the Missouri Experiment Station; the New 
York Agriculture Experiment Station, and others; by the Na
tional Horticultural Council, W. C. Reed, president, of Vin
cennes, Ind. ; by the American Foresh-y Association ; by the 
American Florist Association ; by the Peony and Iris Associa
tion ; by the Agricultural Committees of Congress ; by tbe 
editors of agricultural and horticultu_ral papers; by members 
of Boyse-Thompson Institute; and by numerous orchardists, 
farmers. horticulturists, and others. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have no objec
tion to the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments reported by 
the committee will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In section 1, on page 1, line 10, after the 
word ''bend," it is propo ed to insert "the invention or di -
covery " ; on the same page, line 12, after the word " plnnt," to 
strike out " the invention or discovery , ; on page 2, line 9. after 
the word "reproduced," to strike out "(1)"; in the same line 
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after the word "plant." to strlke out "or (2) any distinct and 
newly found variety of pl::j.nt " ; and in line 19, after the word 
"had," to strike out "obtained" and insert "obtain," so as to 
make the section read : 

That sections 4884 and 4886 of the Revised Statutes, as amended 
(U. S. C., title 35, sees. 40 and 31), are amended to read as follows: 

" SEc. 4884. Every patent shall contain a short title or description of 
the invention or discovery, correctly indicating its nature and design, 
and a grant to the patentee, his heirs or assigns, for the term of 17 
years, of the exclusive right to make, use, and vend the invention or 

' discovery (including in the case of a plant patent the exclusive right to 
asexually reproduce the plant) throughout the United States and · the 
Territoiies thereof, referring to the specification for the particulars 
thereof. A copy of the specification and drawings shall be annexed to 
the patent and be a part thereof. 

"SEc. 4886. Any person who bas invented or discovered any new and 
Ub'eful art, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new 
and useful improvements thereof, m: who has invented or discovered and 
asexually reproduced any distinct and_ new variety of plant, other than 
a tuber-propagated plant, not known or used by others in this country, 
before his invention or discovery thereof, and not patented or described 
In any printed publication in this or any foreign country, before his 
invention or discovery thereof, or more than two years ' prior to his 
application, and not in public use or on sale in this country for more 
than two years prior to his application, unless the same is proved to 
have been abandoned, may, upon payment of the fees required by law, 
and other" due proceeding had, obtain a patent therefor." 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment was, on page 3, after line 21, to insert 

a new section, as follows : 
SEc. 5. If any provision of this act is declared unconstitutional or 

the application thereof to any person or circumstance is held invalid, 
the validity of the remainder of the act and the application thereof to 
other persons or circumstances shall not be affected thereby. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I should like to ask the 

Senator from Delaware if the amendment which I offered some 
time ago has been adopted. I refer to the amendment propos
ing to insert a new section, as follows : 

SEC. 5. Notwithstanding the foregoing provisions of this act, no 
v-ariety of plant which has been introduced to the public prior to the 
approval of this act shall be subject to patent. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. "'!'hat has already been agreed to and is 
part of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is informed that 
amendment has heretofore been agreed to. 

1\!r. McKELLAR. If it is in the bill, very well. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent to 

insert in the RECORD at this point two or three letters and tele
grams I have received concerning this blll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 
NEWARK, N. Y., .Apn1 16, 1930. 

Hon. ROYAL S. COPELAND, 
United States Senator, Senate Ohamber, 

Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR SIR : It has come to our atte~tion that in the Senate yesterday 

you questioned the advisability of favorable nction on .the Townsend
Purnell plant patent bill, which has been reported favorably to the 
Senate by the Senate Committee on Patents. 

We feel this bill is of very great importance to the agricultural and 
horticultural interests of the United States, and inasmuch as we are 
wholesale nurserymen and can see the stimulus Sl,JCh legislation would 
give to agriculture and horrlcultw·e we wired you this morning per 
inclosed confirmation. 

We hope you will give your support to this bill. 
Very truly yours, 

JACKSON & PERKINS Co., 
P. V. FpRTMILLER, Secretary. 

NEWARK, N. Y., Apr-iZ 16, 1930. 
Senator ROYAL S. COPELAND, 

Senate Ohwmber, Washington, D. 0.: 
Proposed Townsend-Purnell plant patent legislation very important 

to agricultural and horticultural interests of our country. Would lend 
far-reaching encouragement to agriculture and benefit general public, 
providing wonderful stimulus to American horticulture. Your support 
ts urgently requested. 

JACKSON & PERKINS Co., Nursery-men. 

DANSVILL!!l, N. Y., April 11, 1930. 
Senator ROYAL S. COPELAND, 

Oare Senate Ohamber: 
We live in a wonderful horticultural and agricultural section. Pro- ' 

posed Townsend-Purnell plant patent legislation would stimulate in- ' 
terest in both tremendously. Your constituents in this territory ! 
urgently solicit your support. 

W. J. MALONEY. 

NEW YORK, N. Y., April17, 1930. 
Senator ROYAL S. COPELAND, 

United States Senate: 
Our subscribers in New York State are vitally interested in Town

send bill, now pending. All agricultural and horticultural interests will 
be benefited by the protection offered by this bill. All fruit and vege
table men in New York State show deep interest in the passing of this 
bill, as it means progressive intl;\rest particularly for college men with 
horticultural ideas who return to the farm, and also means more em
ployment on the farm. In behalf of my large clientele in New York 
State may I please ask for your kind support of this bill. 

PRODUCE BULLEl'IN, 
NAT A. TuCK, Editor. 

CoNGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D. 0., April 16, W:JO. 
Hon. ROYAL COPELAND, 

United States Senator, Washington, D. 0. 
My DEAR SENATOR CoPELAND: At Newark, N. Y., in my district, is 

practically the largest group of nurserymen in the State. They are 
quite advanced in their work on different types of plants and constantly 
developing new species and new types of plants. · 

The Townsend-Purnell bill is drawn to permit one who gets up a new 
plant to patent it and reap the benefit of his invention just as along 
manufacturing lines. 

My people are very much interested in the bill, and they understood 
you had objected to it. 

It you could reCQnsider your objection and support this bill, I am sure 
they would appreciate it. 

Sincerely yours, 

JOHN TABER. 

RESOLUTION AND BILLS PASSED OVER 

The resolution (S. Res. 227) to amend the Senate rules so as 
to abolish proceedings in Committee of the Whole on bills, 
joint resolutions, and treaties, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolution will be passed 

over. 
The bill ( S. 255) for the promotion of the health and welfa!e 

of mothers and infants, and for other purposes, was announced 
as next in order. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts and Mr. BINGHAM asked that 
the bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFF-ICER. The bill will be passed over. 
CLAIMS OF SISSETON AND WAHPETON BANDS OF INDIANS 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con-
sider the bill (S. 1372) authorizing an appropriation for pay
ment of claims of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of Sioux: 
Indians, which had been reported from the Committee on Indian
Affairs with an · amendment, on page 4, line 12, after the word 
"appropriated," to insert: 

Provided, That if the Secretary of the Interior shall find that an;p. 
author!~ed attorney or attorneys, or any authorized agent or agents, 
of said bands of Indians rendered any services in the case of the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of Sioux Indians against the United 
States prior to the judgment of the Court of Claims rendered therein 
on April 23, 1923, the Secretary of the Interior shall fix the com
pensation for such prior services on such quantum meruit basis 
as to him shall seem reasonable, the same to be paid out of the 
appropriation herein authorized, at the same time that he shall pay the 
compensation he shall find to be payable to the authorized attorney or 
attorneys now representing said bands of Indians. The total amount of 
all attorneys' o1· agents' fees to be paid out of this appropriation shall 
in no event exceed the · limitation herein provided. 

So as to make the bill read : 
Be it enacted, etc., That an appropriation of $300,000 be, and the 

same is hereby, authorized to be paid, out of any money in the Treasury 
not otherwise appropriated, the same to be paid and disbursed to said 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of Sioux Indians under the direction of 
the Secretary of the Interior with allowance for attorneys' fees in such 
amount as, in the discretion of the Secretary, shall to him seem just 
for services rendered in the prosecution of said claim, not -exceeding 10 
per cent of the amount hereby appropriated: Provided, That if the Sec
retary o' the Interior shall find that any authorized attorney or attor-
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neys, or any authorized agent or agents, of said bands of Indians ren
dered any services in the case of the Sisseton and Wahpeton Bands of 
Sioux Indians against the United States prior to the judgment of the 
Court of Claims rendered therein on April 23, 1923, the Secretary of 
the Interior shall fix the compensation for such prior services on such 
quantum meruit basis as to him shall seem reasonable, the same to be 
paid out of the appropriation herein authorized, at the same time that 
he shall pay the compensation he shall find to be payable to the au
thorized attorney or attorneys now representing said bands of Indians. 
The total amount of all attorneys' or agents' fees to be paid out of this 
appropriation shall in no event exceed the limitation herein provided. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble wa rejected. 

~R{}A ~rzATION OF FEDER.AL POWER COMMISSION 

The bill ( S. 3619) to reorganize the Federal Power Commis
sion was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, I wonder if the Senate will 
consent to take up this bill now? I think it will take only 
a few minutes to dispose of it. The Committee on Inter tate 
Commerce has held extensive hearings in regard to the man
agement and "et-up of the Federal Power Commission. It 
developed from the hearings that the Secretary of Agriculture, 
the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary of War have 
been unable to perform their functions as members of the 
Federal Power Commission. There was no dissenting opinion 
in the committee in respect to the necessity for a reorganization 
of the Federal Power Commission, so far as I recall. 

The House of Representatives also held extensive hearings 
as to the reorganization of the commission and the testimony 
before that committee was unanimous that the commission 
needed reorganization. 

So this bill merely provides that there shall be three perma
nent commissioners, instead of three Cabinet officers, in charge 
of the allotting of power permits on our waterways. The only 
difference between this measure and the law which it eeks to 
amend is that it sets up three permanent full-time commission
ers to be appointed by the President by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. It provides further that so far as 
the Distl"ict staff is concerned the District staff shall be 
employed and paid by the Federal Power Commission, bot in 
activities outside of the District the engineers and the staff 
of the Department of Agriculture and the Department of the 
Interior and the Department of War shall be used for engineer
ing purposes. There is no dissent, so far as I know, to the 
proposed reorganization. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi

gan yield to the Senator from Maryland? 
Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. As I understand, the President still will 

have the same power onder the bill, if enacted, as he has 
under the old act? 

Mr. COUZENS. In what respect? 
Mr. TYDINGS. The recommendations of the commission 

are pot into effect by the President, are they not? 
Mr. COUZENS. Oh, no. 
Mr. TYDINGS. I mean where sites are involved. 
Mr. COUZENS. Oh, no; the act does riot involve the President 

at all. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Does not the present law make the three 

secretaries merely advisors to the President and confer upon 
the President the sole power of putting their recommendations 
into execution? 

Mr. COUZENS. No; the Federal water power act leaves the 
final conclusion to the three Cabinet officers, as provided by law. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mich

igan yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Does the proposed act change 

the powers or functions of the commission? 
Mr. COUZENS. Not in any respect; the power of the com

mission remains just the same as at present, except, as I have 
stated, that the employees in the District of Columbia, instead 
of being allocated to the Federal Power Commission by the 
three departments, will be the employees of the Federal Power 
Commission. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But the jurisdiction and the 
authority of the commistion remain the same under the pro
posed act? 

Mr. COUZENS. Absolutely. 
• 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I assume from the Senator's 
statement that the necessity for reorganizing the commission 
grows out of the fact that the Cabinet officers heretofore 
charged with responsibility as members of the commission are 
unable to perform their functions by reason of other duties? 

1\fr. COUZENS. That is correct. I may say to the Senator 
that testimony before the committee was that the average time 
served by the commissioners in the offic-e of the Power Commis
sion wa about five hours per year. So that it was left largely 
to the employees of the Power Commission to do the work. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What length of time would be 
required for the proper performance of the function of the 
office by the commissioners? Would it require their full time? 

Mr. COUZENS. The bill provides for full-time employment 
on their part. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I understand that, but is the 
work such that full time would be required on their part? I 
am asking entirely for information. 

Mr. COUZENS. I think it will take full time if the Federal 
power act shall be properly carried out. . The work of the com
mission has gone away back to the valuation that should be 
agreed upon for the recapture purposes in 50 years. That work 
has not been brought up to date for years, because of the lack 
of t~e on the part of the commissioners to attend to the 
business. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Michi

gan yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. COUZENS. I yield. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. I merely desire to remark that 

some experience I ha Ye had with the commission leads me to 
believe that this is a wise change to make in the act. An im
portant matter was before the commission home time ago, one 
that ouo-ht to have had careful study of each member of the 
commission. I personally went to each member to ask him to 
attend the session, but other duties of an exacting character 
prevented any of them from attenc:ling, except the Secretary of 
the Interior, who was able to remain only a very short while 
and only able to catch what was said by fragments. The 
other two members of the commission, I think, to this day 
know nothing whatever about the matter except in the most 
general way. I believe that it would contribute to the more 
satisfactory administration of the act if members were ap
pointed who had no other duties to perform. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, it would seem 
of very great importance that those who are charged with the 
performance of the duties of commissioners under this statute 
should have the time to devote their attention and consideration 
to the business of the commission. 

Mr. WALSH of Montana. The importance of the duties de
volving upon the commission can not possibly be overestimated. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It is very great. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments of the com

mittee will be stated. 
The amendments were, on - page 1, line 4, after the word 

"That," to strike out "a commission is hereby created and 
e tablished to be known as " ; in line 6, after the word " (' com
mission')," to strike out "which shall" and insert "is hereby 
reorganized and continued and shall, after this amendatory 
section takes effect"; on page 2, line 7, after the word "this," 
to strike out " act " and insert " section, as amended " ; on page 3, 
line 10, after the word " shall," to insert " annually "; in line 
25, after the words "salaries of," to strike out "an executive" 
and insert "a"; on page 4, line 1, after the word "engineer," 
to strike out " and one or more assistants " ; in line 2, after the 
word "counsel," to strike out "and one or more assistants"; 
in line 3, after the word " solicitor," to strike out " and such 
experts, special counsel, and examiners as it may find neces
sary to the proper performance of its duties " and insert "and 
a chief accountant " ; and, in line 9, after the word " amended," 
to insert: . 

The commission may request the President to detail an officer or 
officers from the Corps of Engineers, or other branches of the United 
States Army, to serve the commission as engineer officer or officers, or 
in any other capacity, in field work outside the seat of goverl)ment, 
their duties to be prescribed by tbe commission, and sucb detail is 
hereby authorized. The President may also, at the request of the 
commission, detail, as ·gn, or transfer to the commission engineers 
in or under the Departments of the Interior or Agriculture for field 
work outside the seat of government under the direction of the 
commission. 

So as to make the bill -read : 
Be it enamed, etc., That sections 1 and 2 of the Federal water power 

act are amended to read as :follows : " That the Federal Power Com-
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mission (hereinafter referred to as the 'commission'), is hereby reor
ganized and continued and shall, after this amendatory section takes 
effect, be composed of three commissioners who shall be appointed by 
the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, one 
of whom shall be designated by the President as chairman and shall be 
the principal exe<:,utive officer of the commission : Pr01Jided, That after 
the expiration of the original term of the commissioner so designated 
as chairman by the President, chairmen shall be elected by the commis
sion itself, each chairman when so elected to act as such until the 
expiration of his term of office. · 

" The commissioners fir~>t appointed under this section, as amended, 
shall continue in office for terms of 2, 4, and 6 years, respectively, from 
the date this section, as amended, takes effect, the term of each to be 
designated by the President at the time of nomination. Their suc
cessors shall be appointed each for a term of six years from the date 
of the expiration of the term for which his predecessor was appointed, 
except that any person appointed to fill a vacancy occurring prior to the 
expiration of the term for which his predecessor was appointed shall 
be appointed only for the unexpired term of such predecessor. Any com
missioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, neglect of 
duty, or malfeasance in office, but for no other cause. Not more than 
two of the commissioners shall be appointed from the same political 
party. No person iu the employ of or holding any official relation to 
any licensee or to any person, firm, association, or corporation engaged 
in the generation, transmission, distribution, or sale of power, or owuing 
stock or bonds thereof, or who is in any manner pecuniarily interested 
therein, shall enter upon the duties of or hold the office of commissioner. 
Said commissioners shall not engage in any other business, vocation, 
or employment. ~o vacancy in the commission shall impair the right of 
the remaining commissioners to exercise aU the pow.ers of the commis· 
sion. Two members of the commission shall constitute a quorum fo1· 
the transaction of business, and the commission shall have an official 
seal which shall be judicially noticed. The commission shall annually 
elect a vice chairman to act in case of the absence or disability of the 
chairman or in case of a vacancy in the office of chairman. 

"Each commissio.n(>r shall receive an annual salary of $10,000, to
gether with necessary traveling and subsistence expenses, or per diem 
allowance iu lieu thereof, within the limitations prescribed by law, 
while away from the seat of government upon official business. 

" The priucipal office of the commission shall be i.n the District of 
Columbia, where its general sessions shall be held; but whenever the 
c·onvenience of the public or of the parties may be promoted or delay 
<Jr expense preveuted thereby, the commission may hold special sessions 
1n any part of the United States. 

" SEc. 2. The commission shall have authority to appoiut, prescribe 
the duties, and fix the salaries of, a secreta1·y, a chief engiueer, a gen
eral counsel, a solicitor, and a chief accouutaJ?,t; and may, subject to 
the civil service laws, appoint such other officers and employees as are 
necessary in the execution of its functions and fix their salaries in 
accordance with the classification act of 1923, as amended. The com
mission may request the President to detail an officer or officers from 
the Corps of Engiueers, or other brauches of the United States Army, 
to serve the commission as engineer officer or officers, or in any other 
capacity, iu field work outside the seat of government, their duties to 
be prescribed by the commissiou; and such detail is hereby authorized. 
The President may also, at the request of the commission, detail, as
sign, or transfer to the commission engineers in or uuder the Depart
ments of the Interior or Agriculture for field work outside the seat of 
government under the direction of the commission. 

"'l'he -commission may make such expeuditures (including expendi
tures far rent and personal services at the seat of government and else
where, for law books, periodicals, and- books of reference, and for print
ing and binding) as are necessary to execute its functions. Expeudi
tures by the commission shall be allowed and paid upon the presenta
tion of itemized vouchers therefor, approved by the chairman of the 
commission or by such oth'er member or officer as may be authorized By 
the commission for that purpose." 

SEc. 2. Notwithstanding the provisions of section 1, the members of 
the ll'ederal Power Commission at the time of the approval of this act 
shall continue to serve as members untiJ such time as two of the com
missioners appointed under section 1 take office. 

SEc. 3. No investigation or other proceeding under the Federal water 
power act pending at the time of the approval of this act shall abate 
or be otherwise affected by reason of the provisions of this act. 

The amendments were agreed to; 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, may I ask the 

Senator from Michigan if it is not a fact that the members of 
the Interstate Commerce Committee were unanimous in recom
mending the passage of this bill? 

Mr. COUZENS. So far as I recall, they were unapimous. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The .bill ~as ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the t h1rd time, and passed. 

SALARIES IN POLICE AND FIRE DEPARTMENTS OF DIS'IRICT 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the Senator from California · 
[Mr. SHoRTRIDGE] is in the Senate Chamber now. I ask unani
mous consent to revert to Order of Business 264, Senate bill 
2370. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, unless the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. PHIPPS] is here and desires to press those 
amendments, I have no desire to return to the bill to-day. 

Mr. McNARY. Very great desire has been expressed that we 
return to the bill to-day. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Very well, sir. 
Mr. McNARY. I rather made a promise that we would, and 

I ask for the present consideration of Order of Business 264. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Senate 

will return to Order of Business 264. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con

sideration of the bill (S. 2370) to fix the salaries of officers and 
members of the Metropolitan police force and the fire depart
ment of the District of Columbia. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. PHIPPs] has pending a.n amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 5, strike out " $8,500 ·" and 
insert " $8,000." 

Mr. COPELAND, Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky, and Mr. BARKLEY 
addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New York. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I think the Senator from 

Kentuckry · [Mr: lloBSION] desires to discuss this amendment; 
and I yield to him, if I may. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. Mr. President, I ask to have the 
amendment restated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be re
stated. 

The Chief Clerk restated the amendment. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, is there any 

opposition to this amendment? 
Mr. ROBS ION of Kentucky. Yes; there is opposition to the 

amendment. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair, as a Member of the 

Senate, will ask that the bill go over. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, is it possible to induce the 

Chair, as a Member of the Senate, to withhold his objection? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 

chair will withhold it, but will make it later. 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, we have bad this bill up a number 

of times, and have had it put off a number of times. We finally 
got the Senator from Colorado and the Senator from California 
ready to take it up. I wonder when my colleague will be willing 
to take up the bill, so that we may have some assurance of hav
ing it acted upon? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair does not know just when be will be ready to have the bill 
taken up, but he objects to its consideration to-day. · 

Mr. BARKLEY. The occupant of the chair objects to the 
consideration of this bill? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. To-day. The bill will be 
passed over. 

BILLS PAS SED OVER 

The bill (H. R. 10288) to regulate the transportation of per
sons in interstate and foreign commerce by motor carriers op
erating on the public highways was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, in the absence of the junior 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. GLENN], I ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is -made, and the bill 
will be passed over. 

AM~DMENT OF MERCHANT MARINE ACT OF 1928 

The bill (H. R. 9592) to amend section 407 of the merchant 
marine act, 1928, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I have objections to this 
bill, as the members of the Committee on Commerce know; but 
if I may have unanimous consent to insert in the RECORD at this 
point my objections to the bill, I am not going to oppose its being 
placed on its passage. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall hav.e to object to the request of the 
Senator from · New York, because I want a little time to look 
into it. 

Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will not 
object to the consideration of this bill until I have made a very 
brief statement. Will he withhold his objection long enough for 
roe to do that'? 

Mr. TYDINGS. Does the Senator refer to Senate bill 1278? 
l\1r. RANSDELL. No; House bill 9592. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, have I lost the floor? 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tht! Senator from New York 

is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. COPELAND. If the Senator will bear with me for a 

moment--
1\lr. RANSDELL. I hope the Senator will be permitted to 

make his statement. This is a very important measure, and it 
bas been held up for a long time. 

Mr. COPELAND. I should like to have consent to insert in 
the RECORD the reasons for my opposition to the bill. I do not 
wish to take the time of the Senate if the Senate is disposed 
to pass thil bill. In principle I approve of it, and it should be 
passed.. I have objections to the conditions which surrounded the 
presentation of the bill. I felt that the Shipping Board over
stepped its authority, and I was not satisfied with the way the 
mail contract was proposed to be let; but the bill is an im
portant one, and relates to other interests besides those to 
which I refer in my remarks. May I have unanimous consent, 
1\Ir. President, to insert in the RECORD my statement regarding it? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The pre ent occupant of the 
chair will say that he has always objected to that heretofore. 

Mr. COPELAND. Perhaps the Chair will be more generous 
to-day, because. I do not wish to take the time of the Senate; 
and I was in a tremendous minority in the Commerce Com
mittee. Perhaps the Chair will leave the matter to the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It seems to the Chair that 
that is the beginning of extension of remarks in the RECoRD, 
which is a practice we have never followed in the Senate. 

Mr. COPELAl\'""D. And yet it is a rule which has been vio
lated from time to time in this very session. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Not within the knowledge of 
the Chair: 

Mr. FESS. 1\lr. President, this bill is on the program for 
preferential con ideration. I think it bad better go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio ob
jects. The bill will be passed over. 

:BILLS PASSED OVER 

The bill ( S. 1278) to authorize the issuance of certificates of 
admission to aliens, and for other purposes, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (S. 3581) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 

to arrange with States for the education, medical attention, and 
relief of distress of Indians and for other plll'poses, was an
nounced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, when this bill was considered 
at the last call of the calendar the junior Senator from Arizona 
[Mr. HAYDEN] offered a certain amendment. I should like to 
know from the author of the bill if he is in position to accept 
that amendment. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I am not to-day. Inasmuch as the calendar 
comes up under Rule VIII to-morrow, I suggest that the matter 
go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. BRATTON. Very well. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be pas~ed over. 
The bill (H. R. 10340) granting the consent of Congress to 

the Arkansas State Highway Commission to construct, maintain, 
and operate a free highway bridge across the White River at or 
near Calico Rock, Ark., was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas 
[Mr. CAR.A.WAY] bas an amendment to this bill, which will be 
stated. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I understand 
that the announcement bas been made that my colleague [Mr. 
CARAWAY] has an amendment to this bill. I ask that it' go over 
for the present. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be p:tssed over. 
The bill (H. R. 26) for the acquisition, establishment, and 

development of the George Washington Memorial Parkway along 
the Potomac from Mount Vernon and Fort Washington to the 
Great Falls, and to provide for the acquisition of lands in the 
District of Columbia and the States of Maryland and Virginia 
requisite to the comprehensive park, parkway, and playground 
system of the National Capital was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, did I understand that there 

was an objection? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection was made. 
Mr. BRATTON. I asked that the bill go over. 

FRANCIS B. KENNEDY 

The bill .(S. 1849) for the relief of Francis B. Kennedy was. 
considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as fol
lows: · 

Be it e-nacted; eto., That the Comptroller General -of the United States 
be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to adjust and ettle the 
claim of Francis B. Kennedy, narcotic agent, as reimbursement for
money (private funds) of which he was robbed while investigating 
charges against Frank De Mayo and others at Kansas City, Mo., May 
28, 1928, and to allow in fnll and final settlement of aid claim in the 
·sum of not to exceed $350. There is hereby appropriated, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $350, 
or so much thereof as may be necessary, to pay said claim. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third. time, 
and passed. 

MARYS. HOWARD AND OTHERS 

The bill ( S. 1406) for the relief of Mary S. Howard, Gertrude 
1\f. Caton, Nellie B. Reed, Gertrude Pierce, Katie Pense!, Jo e
phine Pryor, Mary L. McCormick, Mrs. James Blanchfield, Sadie 
~. Nicoll, Katie Lloyd, Mrs. Benjamin Warner, Eva K. Pensel, 
Margaret Y. Kirk, C. Albert George, Earl Wroldsen, Benjamin 
Carpenter, Nathan Benson, Paul Kirk, Townsend Walters, 
George Freet, James B. Jefferson, Frank Ellison, Emil Kul
chycky, and the Bethel Cemetery Co. was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Claims with 
.amendments, on page 2, line 10, after "$213," to insert "Harold 
S. Stubbs, $49.45," and in line 20, after "Emil Kulchycky," to 
insert "Harold S. Stubbs," so as to make the bill read: 
, Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Mary S. Howard, $83; Ger
trude M. Caton, $32.90; Nellie B. Reed, $182.96; Gertrude Pierce, 
$32.25 ; Katie Pense!, $75.~8 ; Josephine Pryor, $50.50 ; Mary L. Mc
Cormick, $103.05; ' Mrs. James Blanchfield, $35.47; Sadie T. Nicoll, 
$125.61 ; Katie Lloyd, $25; Mrs. Benjamin Warner, $68.39; Eva K. Pen
'sel, $38.70; Margaret Y. Kirk, $139.66; C. Albert George, $157.78; Earl 

1Wroldsen, $19.20; Benjamin Carpenter, $23.85; Nathan Benson, $35; 
Paul Kirk, $50; Townsend Walters, 37.89; George Freet, $159.82; 
James B. Jefferson, $30; Frank Ellison, $175.62; Emil Kulchycky, $213; 
.Harold S. Stubbs, $49.45; and the Bethel Cemetery Co., $166.51, out of 
any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, by reason of the 
losses and damages caused, respectively, to the said Mary S. Howard, 
'Gertrude M. Caton, Nellie B. Reed, Gertrude Pierce, Katie Pense!, 
Josephine Pryor, Mary L. McCormick, Mrs. James Blanchfield, Sadie T. 
Nicoll, Katie Lloyd, Mrs. Benjamin Warner, Eva K. Pense!, Margaret Y. 
Kirk, C. Albert George, Earl Wroldsen, Benjamin Carpenter, Nathan Bt>n
son, Paul Kirk, Townsend Walters, George Freet, James B. Je1rerson, 
Frank Ellison, Emil Kulchycky, Harold S. Stubbs, and the Bethel Ceme
tery Co., by reason of the damages to the wells on the properties of the 
said claimants C..'lused by the lowering of the water level of the Chesa
peake and Delaware Canal at the town of Chesapeake City, in Cecil 
County, in the State of Maryland. 

· The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

JO~T RESOL~ONS ~ASSED OVER 

1 
The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 76) authorizing the Secretary 

of the Treasury · to purchase farm loan bonds issued by Federal 
land banks was announced as next in order. 
' 1\Ir. BRATTON. Let that go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
passed over. 

'l'he joint resolution (S. J. Res. 149) for the relief of unem
ployed persons in the United States was announced as next in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This joint resolution is re
ported adversely. 

Mr. FESS. I sugge t that it be indefinitely postponed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the joint 

re olution will be postponed indefinitely. 
1\fr. LA FbLLETTEl. 1\fr.-President, the author of the joint 

resolution is not present. I ask that it may go over. That is 
the usual practice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the joint 
resolution will be replaced on the calendar and pa sed over. 
COMMEMORATION OF TERMINATION OF WAR BETWEEN THE STATES 

The bill ( S. 3810) to provide for the commemoration of the 
termination of -the War between the States at Appomattox 
Court House, Va., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill bad been reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, on page 2, line 6, to strike out 
" $150,000 " and insert " $100,000," so as to make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of commemorating the ter
mination of the War between the States . which was brought about by 
the surrender of the army under Gen. Robert E. Lee to Lieut. Gen. 
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U. S. Grant at Appomattox Court House, in the State of Virginia, on 
April 9, 1865, and for the further purpose ~f honoring those who en
gaged in this tremendous conflict, the Secretary of War is authorized 
and directed to acquire at the scene of said surrender approximately 
1 acre of land, free of cost to the United States, at the above-named 
place, fence the parcel of land so acquired or demarcate its limits, and 
erect a monument thereon. 

SEC. 2. There is hereby authorized to be appropriated the sum of 
$100,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, to carry out the pro
visions of section 1 of this act. 

SEC. 3. The land acquired under section 1 of this act shall be under 
the jurisdiction and control of the Secretary of War, and there Is 
authorized to be appropriated for the maintenance of suth tract of land 
and monument a sum not to exceed $250 per annum. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossP.d for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
JAMES W. SMITH 

The bill (H. R. 3769) for the relief of James W. Smith was 
announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This bill is reported adversely, 
and, without objection, will be indefinitely postponed. 
- Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, who is the author of the 
bill? • 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is a House bill. 
Mr. SHORTRIDGE. May I ask who is sponsoring the bill 

here? · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Missouri 

[Mr. PA'ITERBON] reported it adversely. It is a House bill, and, 
without objection, will be indefinitely postponed. 

BILL PAS SED OVER 

. The bill ( s. 23) to regulate the procurement of motor trans
portation in the Army was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLAINE. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

WAR DEPARTMENT CONTRACTS 

The bill ( S. 4017) to amend the act of May 29, 1928, pertain
ing to certain War Department contracts by repealing the ex
piration date of that act was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole and was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That so much of an act entitled "An· act to re
quire certain contracts entered into by the Secretary of War or by offi
cers authorized by him to make them, to be in writing, and for other 
purposes," approved May 29, 1928 (45 Stat. L. 985), as provides that 
said act shall cease to be in effect after .Tune 30, 1930, is hereby 
repealed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I should like to have 
an explanation of this bill. It seems to change an earlier act 
of Congress. 

Mr. STECK. Mr. President, I reported the bill. It is purely 
an extension of the present law. 

Two years ago, in 1928, we passed an act which permitted 
the War Department to enter into what is called an informal 
contract. That has nothing to do with · the preliminaries to the 
contract. The War Department authorities advertise for bids 
in the very same way that they do under a formal contract; 
they go through all the preliminary procedure neces ary to pro
tect the Government ; and the bids are opened and passed on 
by the responsible officers. This merely saves time to the War . 
Department in the procurement of supplies which are neces
sarily purchased within a limited time ; and the limit, as con
tained in the bill, is 60 days. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. What is the limitation on the amount 
that may be involved in any one. contract of this character? 

Mr. STECK. Twenty-five thousand dollars. · 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 
REIMBURSEMENT OF APPROPRIATIONS FOR UPKEEP OF GOVERNMENT 

PROPERTY 

The bill (S. 4108) to provide for reimbursement of appropria
tions for expenditures made for the upkeep and maintenance of 
property of the United States under the control of the Secretary 
of War used or occupied under license, permit, or lease was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That in all cases in which property of the United 
States under the control of the Secretary of War is used or occupied 
in whole or in part, under permit or license, by another department, 
bureau, or other establishment of the Government, it shall be lawful for 
such department, bureau, or other establishment to reimburse the par
ticular appropriation or funds of the War Department involved in an 

amount representing the fair proportionate share, as may be determined 
by the Secretary of War, of operation and maintenance expenses, includ
Ing services, of such property, it used or occupied in part, or tbe full 
amount of such expenses, likewise determined by the Secretary of War, 
if wholly used or occupied. 

SEC. 2. That in all cases where property of the United States under 
the control of the Secretary of War is used or occupied under lease; 
license, or permit by a State, Territory, or the Government of the Phil
ippine Islands, or a subdivision thereof, the District of Columbia or 
other place ·under the jurisdiction of the United States, a corporation, 
partnership, an association, or an individual, it shall be lawful for the 
Secretary of War to apply such portion, as may be determined by him, 
of the agreed compensation therefor, monetary or otherwise, to the care, ; 
preservation, maintenance, and operation, including services, of the 
reservation or property involved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT CODE AS TO GUARDIANSHIP 

The bill ( S. 2816) to amend section 1125, chapter 31, of the 
District of Columbia Code, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, this bill seems to be rather 
comprehensive in its scope. It relates to the probate of assets in 
the District of Columbia. Will the chairman of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia tell us briefly what changes it would 
effectuate in the law? · 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the bill now before us is what 
is known as the uniform veterans' guardianship act, which is 
now iri operation in 29 States. It comes from the Veterans' 
Bureau, has the approval of all the posts of the American 
Legion here, of the corporation counsel, and of all the depart
ments of the District of Columbia. I think the Senator from 
Wisconsin [Mr. BLAINE] is quite familiar with it. 

Mr. BRATTON. Does it apply solely to veterans of the 
World War? 

Mr. CAPPER. That is the purpose of iJ. 
Mr. BRATTON. Does it have the approval of the bureau and 

also of the American Legion? 
Mr. CAPPER. The bill was prepared by the Veterans' Bu

reau and sent to the Committee on the Dishict of Columbia of 
the Senate by General Hines, with a request that the passage 
of the measure be facilitated as much as possible. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from ~ew 

Mexico yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. BRATTON. I yield. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I notice that the original bill 

was entirely stricken out and a new bill inserted, in the nature 
of a substitute, in place of the language sent down by the Vet
erans' Bureau. The statement was made the other day that the 
bill authorized the appointment here in the. District of a guardian 
for a veteran without regard to the veteran's place of residence. 
If that is correct, I think the bill requires· study. 
. We all know that a few months ago it was said that there 
were men here in the District of Columbia in the business of 
acting as professional guardians for veterans. They were mak
ing a profit out of serving in a fiduc~ary capacity for the men 
to whom the Government owes the . obligations which are pre
sumably carried in bills of this nature. 

If this bill authorizes the appointment of guardians in this 
jurisdiction without regard to the residence of the veterans, it 
requires very careful consideration. I have not had an oppor
tunity to study the bill. 

Mr. CAPPER. I think the bill is intended to meet just such 
practices as that the Senator from Arkansas has in mind. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I recall that the Senator from 
Wisconsin suggested a day or two ago, when the bill was called 
up, that it probably does authorize the appointment of guardians 
here in the District of Columbia without regard to the residence 
of the veterans. That is a very · strange thing. Always the rule 
is that a guardianship of this character shall rest in the court of 
the locality where the ward lives. 

I know of· one instance in which a veteran living in the State 
of Arkansas moved into the State of Missouri, and during his 
absence, without notice to him, he was adjudged an insane per
son, and a guardian was appointed to administer his estate. 

1\Ir. BRATTON. 1\Ir. President, let me ask the Senator from 
Wisconsin whether this bill permits that sort of thing to be 
done. 

1\Ir. BLAH~oTE. Mr. President, this bill permits the appoint
ment of a guardian of any person who receives money through 
the Veterans' Bureau, without regard to the residence of the 
ward; that is, the person alleged to be incompetent. In other 
words, if a veteran who is entitled to money through the Vet
erans' Bureau resides in the State of A·rkansas, or in my own 
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State, or in the State of Kansas, or any other- State, or in the 
Haw aiian Islands, or in Porto Rico, · a guardian may be ap
pointed for him in the District of Columbia, under this ·bill. 

. Mr. 1\.fcKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me 
to a sk a question? 

Mr. BLEASE. Let the bill go over. 
Mr. McKELLAR. Before it goes over, may I ask the Senator 

whether the committee took into consideration the situation 
which was involved here several years ago, where one man, I 
think a former commissioner of the District of Columbia, became 
the guardian of probably scores or perhaps hundreds of veterans, 
and was making a business out of it? Does this bill provide 
against anything like that? 

Mr. BLAINE. I think it is advisable to inform those who 
are interested in this bill either way that when the bill :first 
came before the Committee on the District of Columbia there 
was an appearance there by some gentleman, I have forgotten 
who he was, who did not know very much about the bill; in 
fact, I doubt whether at the time he knew anything about the 
bill. 

I went over the bill very hastily, and discovered that a 
guardian might be appointed for a veteran without regard to 
the residence of the veteran. The hearings practically closed 
with the suggestion that that gentleman would better take the 
bill back and bring it before the committee with that feature 
eliminated. 

Thereafter a second bill, the bill which is now offered as a 
substitute, was brought before the committee. I was not present 
at that committee meeting, but I find that this bill, the su~ 
stitute, is practically the same as the original bill except in 
regard to -this particular question of the residence, as to which 
it provides that-

Nothing herein shall be construed to confer jurisdiction upon the 
probate court of the District of Columbia to appoint guardian& for 
incompetent veterans to the exclusion of the jurisdiction otherwise vested 
in courts of the various Stat~s. 

In other words, a veteran may . have a guardian appointed 
for him in some State of the Union and another guardian ·ap
pointed for him within the . District of Columbia. I very 
strongly objected to the original bill, and I have identically 
the same objection to this bill. In other words, I do not think 
this bill cures the objections raised before. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, let me call the attention of 
the Senator to subparagraph 6, on page 13, reading as follows : 

(6) Where a petition is filed for the appointm.ent of a guardian of a 
mentally incompetent ward a certificate of the director, or his repre
sfmtative, setting forth the fact that such person bas been rated incom
petent by the bureau on examination in accordance with the laws and 
regulations governing such bureau, and that the appointment of a 
guardian is a condition precedent to the payment of any moneys due 
such person by the bureau, shall be prima facie evidence of the necessity 
for such appointment. 

The next paragraph provides : 
(7) Upon the filing of a petition for the appointment of a guardian, 

under the provisions of this act, the court shall cause such notice to be 
given as provided by law. 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER, The time of the Senator from 

New Mexico has expired. Objection has been made to the con
sideration of the bill. 

Mr. BRATTON. I will conclude my statement when the next 
number on the calendar is called. 

The resolution (S. Res. 245) providing for the appointment 
of a committee to inquire into the failure of the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives to take some action on Senate JQint 
Resolution · 3, relative to the commencement of the terms of 
President, Vice Pt·esident, and Members of Congress, was an
n :mnced as next in order. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Let that· go over. 
Mr. BRATTON. 1\Ir. President, I want to observe, in just a 

word; that under the terms of Senate bill 2816, which we have 
been discussing, without any personal notice to the veteran 
himself the probate court of tbe District of Columbia is vested 
with authority to declare him mentally incompetent, and to that 
I object. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I suggest that the bill be 

tween the · court and the District of Columbia and tbe comt ·of 
th~ Stat e of residence Qf the incompetent under the bill as it 
now stands. That should not be tolerated. The jurisdiction, of 
course, should. be with the court of the residence of the incom
petent. 

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I quite agree with the ·enti
ment suggested by the Sena tor from Montana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. I s there objection to recom
mitting the bill? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Objection has been ma<le to the consideration of Senate Reso
lution 245, and it will go over. 

SALARIES AND EXPENSES OF FARM LOAN BOARD 

The hill (S. 4028) to amend the Federal farm loan act, as 
amended, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, what amend
ment does the bill propose? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will read the bill for 
the information of the Senate. 

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it en-acted, etc., That the Federal farm loan act, as amended 

(U. S. C., title 12), be, and it is hereby, amended so that eft'ective as. 
to appropriations for and expenditures of the Federal Farm Loan Board 
for the fiscal year beginning July 1, 1930, and thereafter the assess
ments to be made under section 3 of said act (U. S. C., title 12, ch. 7, 
sec. 657) by said board against the Federal land banks, joint-stock land · 
banks, and Federal intermediate credit banks shall be the amount of 
the expenses and salaries of the employees engaged in the work of the 
division of examinations of the Federal Farm Loan Bureau as e~;ti

mated by the said board, such expenses and salaries, together with all 
other expenses and salaries of the said board, to be disbursed on appro
priations duly made by the Congress. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I. think that is a proper pro
vision. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without .amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask that the report be. 
printed in connection with the bill 

There being no objection, the report was ordered to be 
printed in the REcoRD, as follows: 

[S. Rept. No. 497, 71st Cong., 2d sess] 
PAYMENT OF EXPENSES OF THE FEDERAL FARM LOAN BOARD BY THE UNITED 

STATES 

(Report to accompany S. 4028) 
The Committee on Banking and Currency, to whom was referred the 

bill (S. 4028) to amend the Federal farm loan act as amended, having 
considered the same, report favorably thereon, with the recommendation 
that the bill do pass without amendment. 

The enactment of this legislation is recommended by the Secretary 
of the Treasury iD his letter to the chairlllan of the committee under 
date of April 8, 1930, which letter is appended hereto and made a part 
of this report. 

The original farm loan act provided that the salaries and expenses 
of the Federal Farm Loan Board and of loan registrars and examiners 
shall be paid by the United States. However, in 1923-seven y~rs 
afterwards-the law was amended whereby the farm loan system was 
required to bear these charges. It is now desired that the Government 
return to its original policy. 

If this bill is enacted, about 58 per cent of the operating expenses 
will be borne by the Treasury and 42 per cent by the banks themselves. 
There bas been considerable additional expense in connection with the 
reorganization of the Federal farm loan system, in order to put it on 
a more permanent and satisfactory basis, and the enactment of thi.s , 
Wll will be of material assistance along these lines. 

The Secretary of the Treasury on March 17, 1930, made a report on · 
Senate bill 3013 which, in order to meet certain objections of the 
Treasury Department, has been .indefinitely postponed by the committee 
and S. 4028 considered in lieu thereof. Thls r eport goe quite exten
sively iDto the proposition of the Government paying the. expenses of 
the Federal Farm Loan Board, which the Treasury Department favors . 

In view of the pertinent matter contained therein, said letter of the 
Secretary of the Treasury is also ronde a part of this report. 

THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 

Wa8hington, April 8, 1930. 
recommitted. Bon. PETER NORBECK, 

Mr. CAPPER. I have no objection. Ohairman Banking ana aurrency aommittee, 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, if the bill is to be United States Se1wte, Washington, D. a. 

recommitted, I want to suggest to the Senator from Wisconsin DEAR Mn. CHAIRMAN: You transmitted with your letter of March 29 
that, even though there should not be two guardians appointed a copy of Senate bill No. 4028, to amend the Federal farm loan act, and 
for the same incompetent person, if the court of the District of requested the report of the Treasury Department for the information of 
Columbia had jurisdiction under the bill, and it first seized the the Committee on Banking and Currency of the Senate. On March 17 
jurisdiction, the otber court, under well-known rules of comity, a report was made to you on Senate bill No. 3013, in which it wos 
would decline to interfere. So that there would be -a race be- • stated in substance that this department would regard with favor legis-
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lation by which the assessments to be made against the Federal land 
banks, joint-stock land banks, and Federal intermediate credit banks 
under. section 3 of the Federal farm loan net would be limited to the 
salaries and expenses of the employees of the Federal Farm Loan 
Bureau engaged in the work of its division of examinations, such ex
penses and salaries, together with all other expenses and salaries of the 
board, to be disbursed on appropriations made by the Congress. Bill 
S. 4028 would amend the Federal farm loan act so as to enable the 
accomplishment of this purpose beginning with the appropriations for 
expenditures of the Federal Farm Loan Board for the fiscal year begin
ning July 1, 1930. In the circumstances, therefore, as indicated in my 
letter of 1\Iarch 17, this department regards the proposed legislation 
with favor. 

Very truly yours, 
A. w. MELLON, 

Secretary of the Treasury. 

THE SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY, 

Washington, !Jfarch 17, 1930. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN : Reference is made to your letter of January 10 

with which you inclosed copies of Senate bill 3013, for the payment of 
the expenses of the Federal Farm Loan Board by the United States. 
You stated that the Committee on Banking and Currency would be 
pleased to receive the department's views. 

The subject is one of direct concern to the Federal land banks, the 
joint-stock land banks, and the Federal intermediate credit banks of the 
farm loan system, as well as the Treasury, because under the Federal 
farm loan act as jt now stands section 3 provides that " The salaries 
and expenses of the Federal Farm Loan Board, its o1Hcers and em
ployees, farm loan registrars, deputy registrars, examiners, and review
ing appraisers authorized under this act, or any subsequent amendments 
thereto, shall be paid by the Federal land banks, joint-stock land banks, 
and the Federal inte~;mediate credit banks," by assessments, made on 
such equitable basis as the Federal Farm Loan Board shall determine, 
gi>ing due consideration to time and expense necessarily incident to the 
supervision of the operation of each type of b~nk. 

The act as originally passed, however, provided in section 3 that "The 
salaries and expenses of the Federal Farm Loan Board, and of farm
loan registrars and examiners authorized under this section, shall be 
paid by the United States" and remained in this form until 1923. The 
law was amended on March 4, 1923, so as to require that after June 30, 
1923, all salaries and expenses incurred by the board be assessed against 
the Fedea:al land banks, joint-stock land banks, and Federal intermediate 
credit banks, and the act of March 4, 1925, amended the law to read as 
it now stanus. 

As you know, and as pointe(} out in the annual report of the Federal 
Farm Loan Board for the calendar year 1927, the Federal Farm Loan 
Board was reorganized in May, 1927. UnsatiRfactory conditions bad 
appeared in some of the banks during the rapid growth of the system 
In recent years and the administration of the Federal Farm Loan Bureau 
had not been deYelopEJd to cope with such conditions adequately. The 
exigencies of· the situation and the problems confronting the system have 
r equired intensive study, careful investigation, and definitive action in 
virtually every phase of the work in the bureau. A program of thor
ough r eorganization, designed to ascertain and cure defects and to place 
the board in a position adequately to perform its supervisory functions, 
has been pursued actively. Problems varied and complex in nature have 
been attacked simultaneously or in their order of relative importance, 
and substantial results have been achieved and material progress has 
been made in every branch of the work. When the Federal Farm Loan 
Board was reorganized one joint-stock land bank was in the hands of a 
receiver and receivers for two other joint-stock land banks, the failures 
of which w~re impending, were appointed on July 1 and September 1, 
1927. These three receiverships were the first since the establishment 
of the system and included one of the largest joint-stock land banks. 
Some of the other banks. both Federal and joint stock, were faced with 
difficult problems. All of these conditions contributed to impair public 
confidence. It was the task of the reorganized board not only to prevent 
other receiverships, if possible, but also to correct unsatisfactory con
ditions wherever they existed. Necessarily a very large increase in the 
expenses of the Federal Farm Loan Bureau bas resulted from the en
deavors of the Federal Farm Loan Board to bring ·about as rapidly as 
possible a restoration of proper conditions in the farm-loan system. 

01Hcers of many of the banks have expressed informally the feeling 
that the Congress should provide for the assumption by the United 
States of the expenses of the Farm Loan Bureau, or at ieast that only 
the expenses directly attributable to the examination work of the bureau 
should be assessed against the banks. An analysis of the expenses of 
the bureau indicates that the work of the division of examinations 
consumes nearly 42 per cent of the amounts assessed against the banks. 

It has been pointed out that the Federal farm loan act, as stated in 
its caption, was designed " to provide capital for agricultural develop
ment, to create standard forms of investment based upon farm mort
gage, to equalize rates of interest upon farm loans, to furnish a market 
for United States bonds, to create Government depositaries and financial 
agents for the United States, and for other purposes," and that to a 

.... 

large extent the provisions of the farm loan. act were drawn a.nd. de
tailed supervision by the Government was provided for in the interest 
not only of the prospective individual borrowers but of the welfare of 
agriculture generally, together with that of the investing public, as well 
as incidentally, the protection of the Government itself to the extent 
that it might have financial relations with the banks. 

Consequently, the suggestion has been made that it would be reason· 
able, in the public interest, to limit the assessme~ts made against the 
banks under section 3 of the Federal farm loan act to "tbe salaries and 
expenses of the employees of the Federal Farm Loan Bureau engaged in 
the work of its division of examinations. This view of the matter ap
peals to the Federal Farm L 9an Board and this department as meriting 
the favorable consideration of the Congress, and, with a modification to 
that effect, this department reguds the purpose of the proposed legisla
tion with favor. 

Incidentally, however, it should be mentioned that bill S. 3013 con
tains a reference to "Federal farm advisers." The reason for the. men
tion of such persons is not apparent, as they are not referred to in the 
Federal farm loan. act nor are persons of this type employed by the 
Federal Farm Loan Board, and therefore they should be omitted. As 
the bill, in effect, would amend the provisions of the act contained in 
section 3, to which reference bas been made in this letter, and, to mak~ 
the legislation effective, changes in the act making appropriations for 
this department would be necessary, the bill should be redrawn if iUI 
purpose be approved by the committee. 

Very truly yours, 

Ron. PETER NORBECK, 

A. W. MELLON, 

Secretary of .the Treasury. 

Chairman Banking and Currency Committee, 
United States Senate. 

LA.TIN AMERICAN HIGHWAY MATTERS 

The bill (S. 120) to authorize the President to detail engi
neers of the Bureau of Public Roads of the Department <1f Agri
culture to assist the Governments of the Latin American Re
publics in highway matters was announced as next in order. 

Mr. ODDIE. I ask that the bill may go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

WAR-TIME RANK TO UNITED STATES ARMY OFFICERS 

The bill ( S. 465) to give war-time rank to retired officers and 
former officers of the United States .Army was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on l\1ilitary 
Affairs, with amendments, on page 2, line 6, before the word 
"retired," at the beginning of the line, insert the words "active 
or " ; on lines 8 and 9, strike out the words " held temporary 
commissions as officers of" and insert in lieu thereof the words 
" have served honorably in " ; on lines 10, 11, and 12, strike out 
the words "the World War, and who have. been or may be 
hereafter honorably discharged from such commissions and 
ft·om the military service" and insert in lieu thereof the word 
"war"; on line 12, after the-word "shall," insert a comma and 
the words " when not in the active mHitary service of the 
United States"; on line 15, after the word "them," strike out 
the remainder of section 2 and insert in lieu thereof the words 
" during their war service," so as to make the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That all commissioned o1Hcers who served in the 
Army of the United States during the World War, and who have been 
or may be hereafter retired according to law, except those retired under 
the provisions of section 24b of the act of June 4, 1920, shall, on the 
date of the ~pproval of this act or upon retirement in the case of those 
now on the active list of the Army, be advanced in rank on the retired 
list to the highest grade held by them during the World War : Provided, 
That any such o1Hcer on the active or retired list who died or may die 
prior to the approval of this net, or on the active list who may here
after die before retirement, shall be advanced in rank to said higher 
grade as of the date of death : Provided further, That no increase of 
active or retired pay or allowances shall result from the provisions o! 
this section. 

SEC. 2. All persons who have served honorably in the Army of the 
United States during w:ar shall, when not in the active military service 
of the United . States, be entitled to bear the official tllle and upon 
occasions of ceremony to wear the uniform of the highest grade held by 
them during their war service. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, · and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
ELECTION OF DIRECTORS OF FEDERAL RESERVE BANKS 

The bill (S. 4096) to amend section 4 of the Federal reserve 
act was considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, 
as follows: 

,. 
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Be it enacted, eto., That section 4 of_ the Federal reserve act, as 

amended (U. S. C. title 12, sec. 304), be further amended by striking 
out that paragraph thereof which reads as follows: 

"Any candidate having a majority of all votes cast in the column 
of fit·st choice shall be declared elected. If no candidate have a majority 
of all the votes in the first column, then there shaU be added together 
the votes cast by the electors for such candidates in the .second column 
and the votes cast for the several candidates in the first column. If 
any candidate then have a majority of the electors voting, by adding 
together • the ·first and second choices, he shall be declared elected. If no 
candidate have a majority of electors voting when the first and second 
choices shall have been added, then the votes cast in the third column 
for other choices shall be added together in' like manner, and tll,e candi
date then having the highest number of votes shall be declared elected. 
An immediate report of election shall be declared." · 
· And by inserting in lieu thereof the following .: 
. "Any candidate having a majority of all votes cast in the column of 
first choice shall be declared elected. If no candidate have a ma)ority 
of all the votes in the first column, then there shall be added together 
the votes cast by the electors for such candidates in the second column 

· and the votes cast for the several candidates in the first column. The 
candidate then having a majority of the electors voting and the highest 
number of combined votes shall be declared elected. If no candidate 
have a majority of electors voting and the highest number of votes when 
fue first and econd choices shall have been added, then the votes cast 
in the third column for other choices ·shall be added together in like 
manner, and the candidate then having the highest number of votes 
shall be declared elected. An immediate report of election shall. be 
deClared." 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I should like to 
have the Senator from Connecticut [1\lr. WALCOTT] state what 
changes this proposed bill would make in the existing law with 
r espect to the election of directors of the Federal reserve banks. 

Mr. WALCOTT. Mr. President, the purpose of this change' 
in the existing law is merely to clarify the language of the 
pre ent law in respect of the election of directors of Federal 
1·eserve banks. I will state the specific changes made by the 
bill. 

At a recent election of governors of the Federal reserve bank 
the question ru·ose as to what constituted the majority of votes, 
clas A and class B voting. It was claimed by an unsuccessful 
candidate that the majority of votes of classes A and B consti
tuted an election, whereas it is the intention of the law that a 
majority of those voting constitutes an election of a governor. 
The contest was not successful, however, but the ambiguity of 
the law was called into prominence and the present bill is to 
change the law in this respect. The old law reads: 

If any candidate then have a majority of the electors voting by addinJr 
together the first and second classes, he shall be declared to be elected. 

What it is intended to do is to establish a majority of all 
those voting for the election of a candidate, and the proposed 
c_hange would cause it to read as follows: 

The candidate having the majority of the electors voting and the 
highest number of combined votes shall be declared ~ected. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Is this recommended by the 
Federal Reserve Board? 

Mr. WALCOTT. It was suggested and recommended by Gov
ernor Young and Vice Governor Platt and approved unani
mously by the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Apparently there is no formal 
t·eport accompanying the bill. 

Mr. WALCOTT. There is a report on the bill. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is not a copy of the 

report in my file. 
Mr. WALCOTT. Report No. 510 should accompany the bill 

in the Senator's file. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Through some inadvertence 

it was left out of my file. The ·report of the committee was 
unanimous? 

Mr. WALCOTT. Yes ; it was unanimous. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

·ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

AMENDMENT OF MERCHANT MARINE ACT 

The bill (H. R. 7908) to amend subsection (d) of section l1 
of the merchant marine act of June 5, 1920, as amended by 
section 301 of the merchant marine act of May 22, 1928, was 
announced as next in order, having been considered on April 30 
last , and the amendments agreed to. 

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I find that among the 
amendments offered to this bill is one which met unanimous 
opposition among shipping men in my section of the country 

and, I understand, elsewhere. My own inclination ·would be 
to have the bill recommitted to the committee. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, it js my purpose to object to 
the present consideration of the bill 

Mr. McKELLAR. Yes; I want to object to it, too. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, if the Senators will with

hold their objection for a moment, I wish to ask unanimous con
sent that the bill be recommitted because there are certain 
steamship lines which should be heard before the bill is placed 
upon its passage. I do not know whether that is agreeable 
to the Senator from Oregon or not, but in my opinion that is: 
what should be done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the re
quest of the Senator from New York that the bill be referred 
back to the committee? 

1\fr. JOHNSON. I object. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made to the re

quest of the Senator from New York, and upon objection of 
the Senator from Oregon and the Senator from Tennessee the 
bill goes over. · 

LEASING OF OIL AND GAS DEPOSITS 

The bill (H. R. 8154) providing for the lease of oil and gas 
deposits in or under railroad and other rights of way was con
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. The b-ill had been re
ported from the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys with 
amendments. 

Mr. BLEASE. Mr. President, under assurance of the Sen
ator from Montana [Mr. WALSH] as to the correctness of the 
bill, I shall not renew my previous objection to it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The · clerk will state the 
amendments of the committee. 

The amendments of the Committee on Public Lands and 
Surveys were, on page 1, line 8, to strik~ out : 

That where right of entry upon such right of way for purpose of 
removing such deposits of oil and gas was not reserved to the United 
States in the grant of such right of way no lease shall be executed 
hereunder except to the municipality, corporation, firm, association, or 
individual by whom such right of way was acquit·ed, or to the lawful 
successor, assignee, or transferee of such municipality, corporation, 
firm, association, or individual. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following : 
That, except as hereinafter authorized, no lease shall be executed 

hereunder except to the municipality, corporation, firm, association, or 
individual by whom such right of way was acquired, or to the lawful 
successor, assignee, or transferee of such municipality, corporation, 
firm, association, or individual. 

And, on page 2, line 12, to strike out : 
SEC. 2. That the right conferred by the first section of this act may, 

subject to the approval of the Secretary of the Interior, be assigned or 
sublet by the owner thereof to any corporation, firm, association, or 
individual. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following : 
That the right conferred by this act may, subject to the approval of 

the Secretary of the Interior, be assigned or sublet by the owner 
thereof to any corporation, firm, association, or individual. 

And on page 2, line 20, to strike out : 
SEc. 3. That, with the approval of the said Secretary, the holder of 

any lease authorized hereunder may enter into an agreement with an:t 
corporation, firm, association, or individual conducting or p!tending to 
conduct operations on lands adjoining or adjacent to any right of way, 
not to drill for oil or gas underlying the lands covered by such lease, 
and for the extraction of oil or gas from any reservoir or depo:::it 
thereof underlying such lands and such right of way, and any such 
agreement made with such corporation, firm, association, or individual 
shall, 1n addition to the royalty paid to the lessee under this act, also 
provide tor the payment of royalty to the United States on the oil 
and/or gas produced by such corporation, firm, association, or individual 
from each snch well or wells operated on such adjoining or adjacent 
lands within such zone or area adjoining snch right of way as may be 
agreed upon by the Secretary of the Interior and the parties to such 
agreement, and said royalty shall be paid in such amount, value, and 
~ranner as may be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior. 

And insert in lieu thereof the following : 
That prior to the award of any lease under section 1 of thls act, the 

Secretary of the Interior shall notify the owner or lessee of adjoining 
lands and allow him a -reasonable time, to be fixed in the notice given, 
within which to submit an offer or bid of the amount or percentage of 
compensatory royalty that such owner will agree to pay for the extrac
tion through wells on his or its adjoining land, of the oil or gas under 
and from such adjoining right of way, and at the same time afford the 



1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN_ATE 8759 
bolder of the railroad or other right of way a like opportunity within 
the same time to submit its bid or offer as to the amount or percentage 
of royalty it:_ will agree to pay, if a lease for the extraction of the oil 
and gas deposits under the right of way be awarded to the holder of 
such right of way. In case of competing' offers by the said parties in 
interest, the Secretary shall award the right to extract the oil and gas 
to the bidder, duly qualified, making the offer in his opinion most ad
vantageous to the United States. In case but one bid or offer is re
ceived after notice duly given, be may, in his discretion, award tb~ 
right to extract the oil and gas to such bidder. 

So as to make the bill read : 
Be it enacted., eto., That whenever the Secretary of the Interior shall 

deem it to be consistent with the public interest he is authorized to 
lease deposits of oil and gas in or under lands embraced in railroad or 
other rights of way acquired under any law of the United States, 
whether the . same be a base fee or mere easement : Provided, That 
except as hereinafter authorized no lease shall be executed hereunder 
except to the municipality, corporation, firm, association, or individual 
by whom such right of way was acquired, or to the lawful successor, 
assignee, or transferee of such municipality, corporation, firm, associa
tion, or individual. 

SEC. 2. That the right conferred by this act may, subject to the ap
proval of the Secretary of the Interior, be assigned or sublet by the 
owner thereof to any corporation, firm, association, or individual. 

Sxc. 3. That prior to the award of any lease under section 1 of t.bis 
act the Secretary of . the Interior shall notify the owner or lessee of 
adjoining lands and allow him a reasonable time, to be fixed in the 
notice given, within which to submit an offer or bid of the amount or 
percentage of compensatory royalty that such owner will agree to pay 
for the extraction through wells on his or its adjoining land of the oil 
or gas under and from such adjoining right of way, and at the same 
time a1l'ord the holder of the railroad or other right of way a like oppor
tunity within the same time to submit its bid or offer as to the amount 
or percentage of royalty it will agree to pay, if a lease for the extrac
tion of the oil and gas deposits under the right of way be awarded to 
the bolder of such right of way. In case of competing offers by the 
said parties in interest the Secretary shall award the right to extract 
the oil and gas to the bidder, duly qualified, making the offer in his 
opinion most advantageous to the United States. In case but one bid 
or offer is received after notice duly given, he may, in his discretion, 
award the right to extract the oil and gas to such bidder. 

SEC. 4. That any lease granted by the Secretary of the Interior pur
suant to this act may, in the discretion of said Secretary, contain a pro
vision givin·g the lessee the right, with the approval of said Secretary, 
to shut down the operation of any well or wells the operation of which 
has become unprofitable, to resume operations when such resumption may 
result in profit, and to abandon any well or wells that cease to produce 
oil and/ or gas in paying quantities. 

SEc. 5. That the royalty to be paid to the United States under any 
lease to be issued, or agreement made pursuant to this act, shall be de
termined by the Secretary of the Interior, in no case to be less than 
12lh per cent in amount or value of the production, nor for more than 
20 years : Provided, That when the oil or gas is produced from laud ad
jacent to the right of way the amount or value of the royalty to be 
paid to the United States shall be within the discretion of the Secretary 
of the Interior: Provided further, That when the daily average produc
tion of any oil well does not exceed 10 barrels per day said Secretary 
may, in his discretion, reduce the royalty on subsequent production. 

SEc. 6. That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed 
to adopt rules and regulations governing the exercise of the discretion 
and authority conferred by this act, which rules and regulations shall 
constitute a part of any ·application or lease hereunder. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. WALSH of Montana. Mr. President, I feel that some 

slight explanation of the amendments ought to be made. As 
the bill was originally drawn, the leases had to be made to the 
railroad company under whose right of way the oil is supposed 
to be located. It was felt, however, that persons owning land 
adjacent to the right of way might be quite willing to obtain 
a lease of the oil under the right of way, drilling wells 
upon the ground immediately adjacent, and then draining the 

- area in question. The amendments are intended, however 
effective they may be, to induce competition between the rail
road company, which alone has the right to occupy the right 
of way, and the owners of adjacent land who might be willing 
to pay something for the privilege of withdrawing oil from 
underneath the right of way by wells on land adjacent thereto. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. · 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time and passed. 

LXXII--552 

m:LLS PASSI'iD OVER 

The bill (S.. 4094) authorizing W. L. Eicbendorf, his heirs, 
legal representatives, and assigns, to construct, maintain, and 
operate a bridge across the Mississippi River at or near the 
town of McGregor, Iowa, was announced as next in .order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
The bill (H. R. 6807) establishing two institutions for the 

confinement of United States prisoners was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. BLEASE. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. On objection, the bill goes 

over. 
The bill ( S. 4066) to authorize the merger of the Georgetown 

Gas Light Co. with and into the Washington Gas Light Co., 
and for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

1\Ir. HOWELL. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

• PROMOTION OF AGRICULTURE 

The bill (S. 2043) to promote the agriculture of the United 
States by expanding in the foreign field the service now ren
dered by the United States Department of Agriculture in ac
quiring and diffusing useful information regarding agriculture, 
and for other purposes, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole and was read, as follows : 

Be •t enacted, etc., That for the purpose of encouraging and promot
ing the agriculture of the United States and assisting .American 
farmers to adjust their operations and practices to meet world con
ditions, the Secretary of .Agriculture shall-

(a) .Acquire such information in foreign countries regarding world 
production. competition, and demand for agricultural products as may 
be necessary to provide an adequate production and market outlook 
service for American agriculture, and to disseminate the same through 
agricultural extension agencies and by such other means as may be 
deemed desirable. 

(b) Conduct abroad investigation, demonstration, and promotion of 
the use of standards for agricultural products, including technical 
studies of the handling of such products. 

(c) The Secretary of .Agriculture shall cooperate in every practicable 
way with the Department of State, the Department of Commerce, the 
Federal Farm Board, and any other department or agency of the 
Government in carrying out the provisions of this act. 

SEc. 2. (a) The present representatives of the Bureau of .Agricul
tural Economies of the Department of .Agriculture now stationed abroad 
shall be officers of the Forelgn .Agricultural Service of the United 
States, and the Secretary of .Agriculture may appoint other officers 
in said service from time to time in accordance with civil-service 
procedure. All Sllch officers shall constitute the Foreign .Agricultural 
Service of the United States and shall be known as agricultural at
tach~s. assistant agricultural attach~s. or by such other titles as may 
be deemed appropriate by the Secretary of .Agriculture. .Any officer in 
said service, when designated by the Secretary of .Agriculture, shall, 
through the Department of State, be regularly and officially attached 
to the diplomatic mission of the United States in the country in which 
be is to be stationed, or to the consulate of the United States, as the 
Secretary of .Agriculture shall designate. If any such officer is to be 
stationed in a country where there is no diplomatic mission or consulate 
of the United States; appropriate recognition and standing, with fUll 
facilities for discharging his official duties, shall be arranged by the 
Department of State. The Secretary of State may reject the name of 
any such officer if, in his judgment, the attachment of such officer to 
the diplomatic mission or consulate at the post designated would be 
prejudicial to the public policy of the United States. 

(b) The Secretary of .Agriculture shall appoint the officers of tbe 
foreign agricultural service to such grades as be may establish, with 
salaries in those grades comparable to those paid other officers of the 
Government for analogous foreign service. 

(c) The Secretary of .Agriculture is authorized to promote or demote 
in grade or class, to increase or decrease within the salary range fixed 
for the class the compensation of, and to separate from the service, 
officers of the foreign agricultural service, but in so doing the Secre
tary shall take into consideration records of efficiency. 

(d) No officer of the foreign agricultural service shall be considered 
as having the cb.aracter of a public minister. 

(e) .Any officer of the foreign agricultural service may be assigned 
for duty in the United States for a period of not more than three years 
without change in grade, class, or salary, or with such change as the 
Secretary of .Agriculture may direct. 

(f) The Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to pay the expenses 
Qf transportation and subsistence of offi{!el's in the foreign agricultural 
service of the United States and their immediate families in going 
to and returning from their posts under orders from the SecretaTy of 
.Agriculture. The Secretary of Agriculture is further autholized, when-
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ever he deems it In the public interests to order to the United States 
on his statutory leave of absence any Foreign Agricultural Service 
officer who has performed three years or more of continuous service 
abroad : Provided, That the expenses of transportation and subsistence 
of such officers and their immediate families in traveling to their 
homes in the United States and return shall be paid under the same 
rules and regulations applicable in the case of officers going to and 
returning from their posts under orders of the Secretary of Agricul
tut·e when not on leave: Provided fttrther, That while in the United 
States the services of such officers shall be available for such duties in 
the Department of Agriculture and elsewhere in the United States as 
the Secretary of Agriculture may prescribe. Any officer in the Foreign 
Agri~ul tural Service, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, 
may be given leave of absence with pay for not to exceed 30 days for 
any one year, which may be taken in the United States or elsewhere, 
accumulative for three years, under such rules and regulations as the 
Secretary of Agriculture shall prescribe. 

SEc. 3. (a) Subject to the requirements of the civil service Jaws, 
and the rules and reooulatlons promulgated thereunder, the Secretary 
of Agriculture is authorized to appoint, fix the compensation of, pro
mote, demote, and separate from the service such clerks and other 
assistants for officers of the foreign agricultural service as he may 
deem necessary. 

(b) Wben authorized by the Secretary of Agriculture, officers of the 
foreign agricultural service may employ, regardless of their citizen
ship. in a foreign country from time to time, fix the compensation of, 
and sepat·ate from the service such clerical and other assistants as may 
be necessary. 

SEC. 4. (a) Any officer, assistant, clerk, ot· em.ployee of the Depart
ment of Agriculture, while on duty outside of the continental limits 
of the United States and away from the post to which he is assigned, 
shall be entitled to receive his necessary traveling expenses and his 
actual expenses for subsistence, or a per diem in lieu of subsistence, 
equal to that paid to other officers of the Government when engaged 
in analogous foreign service. 

(b) 'rhe Secretary of Agt·iculture may authorize any officer of the 
foreign agricultural service to fix, in an amount not exceeding the 
allowance fixed for such officer, an allowance for actual subsistence, 
or a per diem allowance in lieu thereof, for any clerical or other 
assistant employed by such officer under subdivision (b) of section 3, 
when such clerical or other assistant is engaged in travel outside the 
continental limlts of the United States and away from the post to 
which he is assigned. 

(c) Any officer, assistant, clerk, or employee of the foreign agri
cultural service, while on duty within the continental limits· of the 
United States, shall be entitled to receive the traveling expenses and 
actual expenses incurred for subsistence, or per diem allowance in lieu 
thereof, authorized by law. 

SEC. 5. The Secretary of Agriculture may make such rules and regu
lation as may be nece sary to carry out the provisions of this act and 
may cooper~te with any department or agency of the Government, 
State, Territory, district, or possession, or department, agency, or 
political subdivision thereof, cooperative and other farm organizations, 
or any person, and shall have power to make such expenditures for 
rent outside the District of· Columbia, for printing, telegrams, tele
phones, law books, books of reference, maps. publications, furniture, 
stationery, office equipment, travel and subsistence allowances, and 
other supplies and expenses as shall be nece sary to the administration 
of the act in the District of Columbia and elsewhere. With the 
approval of the Secretary of Agriculture, an officer of the foreign 
agricultural service may enter into leases for office quarters, and may 
pay rent, telephone, subscriptions to publications, and other charges 
incident to the conduct of his office and the discharge of his duties in 
advance in any foreign country where custom or practice requires pay
ment in advance. 

The bill was reported to the Se.nate without amendment, 
or<lered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the · third 
time. and passed. 

ADMISSION OF CHINESE ·wiVES 

The bill ( S. 2836) to admit to the United States Chinese 
wives of certain American citizens was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. BLEASE. Over. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator from South 

Carolina with old his objection for a moment? 
Mr. BLEASE. Very well. 
Mr. BINGHAM. This is the same bill to which the Senator 

objected the other day and I explained to him that it was for 
the benefit of certain of the Chinese race born in America, now 
American citizens, married prior to . 1924. It does not affect 
anyone married subsequent to 1924. At the time they were 
married there was no objection to their bringing Chinese wives 
into this country. At the present time they are married and 
living in tbis country with wives of their own race, but if they 

visit their relatives in China they are unable to bring their 
wives back with them. It is a hardship upon them. It is not 
letting down the immigration bars at all. 

Mr. WALSH of Ma sachusetts. Mr. President, I would say 
to the Senator that I know an American citizen of Chinese 
descent who served in the World War who was unalJle to 
bring his Chinese wife to this country, although he is a war 
veteran. There are very few of these cases, to be sure, but I 
think if the Senator from South Carolina realizes that a 
Chinese merchant who comes here to carry on international 
trade, a Chinese minister of the gospel, a Chinese professor, can 
bring their families and their children and live here perma
nently, he will see some justification for the Chinese wife · of 
an American citizen being allowed to enter as an immigrant. 
The bill which the Senator from Connecticut is adYocating 
simply permits the wives of Chinese-American citizens to come 
to this country if they were married prior to 1924, it being 
expected under the act of 1924 that their wives would be per
mitted to come, but an interpretation of the law appears to 
make it impossible. In view of the very few Chine e that are 
suffering as a result of the separation of American citizens from 
their Chinese wives I hope the Senator from South Carolina 
will not press his objection. I do not wonder that at :first blush 
be would be opposed to the legislation. I think we all would be 
if it were not for the fact that it applies to a very restricted 
number and takes care only of those Chinese wives who were 
actually married to American citizens prior to 1924 before the 
passage of the immigration act. 

Mr. STEPHENS. Mr. President, when I :first read the pro
visions of the bill I was very much inclined to oppo e it. I 
may say that my views in regard to immigration coincide very 
largely with those of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
BLEASE]. However, after acquainting myself with all the facts 
connected with the matter and understanding the limitations 
that are applied, knowing that the bill applies only to those 
who were married prior to 1924, and that there are compara
tively few in number of these cases, I supported the bill in the 
committee. I am sure it will be found that it is a just measure, 
and I should be very glad to see it pa ·sed. I hope my good 
friend from South Ca.rolina can give his con ent. I do not 
think any harm can come to us by it and I think it would serve 
a splendid purpose. 

Mr. BLEASE. Very well, Mr. President, I withdraw my 
objection and will let the bill go to the House. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Mr. President, frankly I am not 
familiar with the provisions of the bill nor is my mind quite 
clear as to its scope of meaning. In days gone by there was 
so much fraud in and about the bringing into this country of 
Chinese wives, so called, that I am very skeptical as to any 
claims now made-not skeptical, of course, of the good faith 
of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BINGHAM] and of those 
who seek to legalize the earlier coming of the wives in question. 
If I understand the bill, though I may not clearly understand 
it, it is to legalize the coming of Chinese wives into this counh·y 
who were married prior to 1924. 

Mr. BINGHAM. It is not quite that in effect, but it permits 
American citizens of Chine e ancestry who were married prior 
to 1924 to travel back and forth with their wives. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. Where married? 
Mr. BINGHAM. It is not stated where married, but wherever 

married. At the present time, as the Senator is aware, a 
Chinese citizen-a merchant, or a teacher, or a student, or a 
professor, or a number of other classes-may bring his wife into 
this country and, if a merchant, may reside here permanently 
under our law. But if he happens to be an American citizen 
born on our soil, he may not bring his wife into this country 
unless she, too, was born here. It is the result of the way in 
which the law of 1924 bas been interpreted. It results in keep
ing husbands and wives apart and making it impossible for the 
wife now in this country to visit her relatives in China because 
then she can secure no permission to return. 

It can not increase in number, because it only applies to those 
married prior to 1924. It will in no case apply, so far as the 
Department of Labor can tell us, to more than 390 at the outside 
every year, that being the average number in four years prior 
to 1924. Furthermore, the Department of Labor itself is 
anxious to see the law enacted, in order that the suffering which 
they know exists may be done away with. They say there will 
be no difficulty in enforcing the law. 

Mr. SHORTRIDGE. So the Government will have assurance 
that the lady who departs for China will be the one returning 
as the wife of a citizen? 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let us hope so. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the bill? 
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There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the bill and it was read, as fol
lows: · 

Be it (}t~acted, etc., That subdivision (c) of section 13 of the immigra
tion act of 1924, '!lpproved May 26, 1924, as amended, is amended by 
striking out "or" before "(3)" and by inserting after "section 3" thE' 
following: "or (4) is the Chinese wife of an American citizen who was 
married prior to the approval of the immigration act .of 1924, approved 
May 26, 1924." 

The bill was reported to the Senate without am~n~ent, 
ordered to be engrossed for a tbird reading, read the th1rd time, 
and passed. 

DISPOSAL OF PUBLIC LAND ON FEDER.AL IRRIGATION PROJECTS 

The bill (H. R. 156) to authorize the disposal of _public land 
classified as temporarily or permanently unpro<luctive on Fed
eral irrigation projects was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole and was read, as follows : 

Be it et'acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, hereinafter 
styled the Secretary, is authorized in connection with Federal irrigation 
projects to dispose of vacant public lands designated under the act. of 
May 25, 1926, as temporarily unproductive or permanently unpro~uctive 
to resident farm owners and resident entrymen on Federal irngation 
projects, in accordance with the provisions of this act. · . 

SEC. 2. That the Secretary is authorized to sell such lands to res1dent 
farm owners or resident entrymen, on the project upon whic_h such land 
ts located a·t prices not less than that fixed by independent apprai11al 
approved by the Secretary, and upon such terms an~ at private sa!e or 
at public auction as .he may prescribe: Provided, That no such reSident 
farm owner or resident entryman shall- be permitted to purchase under 
this act more than 160 acres of such land, or ail area which, together 
with land already owned on such Federal i.rrigation project, shall exceed 
320 acres: And pro-vided further, That the authority given hereunder 
shall apply not only to tracts wholly classified as temporarily or perma
nently unproductive but also to all tracts of public lands within Federal 
irrigation projects which by reason of the inclusion of lands classified 
as temporarily or permanently :unproductive are found by the Secretary 
to be insufficient to support a family and to pay water charges. 

SEC. 3. All " permanently unproductive " and " temporarily unpro
ductive " land now or hereafter designated under the act of May 25, 
1926, shall, when sold, remain subject to sections 41 fllld 43 of the said 
act. The exchange provisions of section 44 of said act of May 25, 1926, 
shall not be applicable to the land purchased under this act. 

SEC. 4. After the purchaser bas paid to the United States all amounts 
due on the purchase price of said land, a patent shall issue which shall 
recite that the lands so patented have been classified in whole or in 
part as temporarily or permanently unproductive, as the case may be, 
under the adjustment act of May 25, 1926. Such patents shall also 
contai.n a reservation of a lien for water charges when deemed appro
priate by the Secretary and reservations of coal or other mi.neral rights 
to the same extent as patents issued under the homestead laws. 

EC. 5. In the absence of a contrary requirement in the contracts 
between the United States and the water-users' ot·gani.zatlon or district 
assuming liability for the payment of project construction charges, 
all sums collected hereunder from the sale of lands, from the payment 
of project construction charges on " temporarily unproductive " or 
"permanently unproductive" lands so sold, and (except as stated in 
this section) from water rentals, shall ·i.nure to the reclamation fund 
as a credit to the construction charge now payable by the water users 
under their present contracts, to the extent of the additional expense, 
if any, incurred by such water users in furnishing water to the unpr<>
ductive area, while still in that status, as approved by the. Commissioner 
of Reclamation, and the balance as a credit to the sums beret<>fore 
written ·off in accordance with said act of May 25, 1926. Where water 
rental collections hereunder are in excess of the current operation and 
maintenance charges, the excess as determined by the Srf?retary shall, 
in the absence of such contrary contract prevision, inure to the 
reclamation fund as above provided, but in all other cases the water 
rentals collected under this act shall be turned over to or retained by 
the operating district or association, where the project or part of the 
project from which the water rentals were collected is being operated 
and maintained by an irrigation district or water-users' association 
under contract with the United States. · 

SEc. 6. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to perform any 
and all acts and to make all rules and regulations necessary and 
proper for carrying out the purposes of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

RELIEF OF INDIANS IN MONTANA, IDAHO, AND WASHINGTON 

The bill (S. 872) to amend an act for the relief of certain 
tribes of Indians in Montana, Idaho, and Washington, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. The bill had been 
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs, with an 
amendment, on page 2, line 9, to strike out the word " Clailn£. " 

and insert " Claims : Provided further, That the removal of the 
limitation on the attorneys' fees herein contained shall apply 
to the Nez Perce only when they shall have given their formal 
consent thereto,'' so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an act appl;S)ved March 13, 1924, f(}r the 
relief of certain tribes of Indians in Montana, Idaho, and Washi.ngton 
(43 Stats. L., Pt. I, pp. 21, 22; Public, No. 42, 68th Cong. 1st sess., 
ch. 54) be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out in said 
act the words, wherever they appear, "in accordance with the terms 
of said approved contracts " ; and by striking out in said act the words, 
wherever they appear, " nor exceed $25,000 for the Indians residing on 
each respective reservation : Promded, however, That said compensation 
shall not exceed $25,000 for the Nez Perce Nation or Tribe of Indians 

~residing on both the Lapwai and Colville lnd.ian Reservations, nor exceed 
10 per cent of the amount of any judgments rendered in favor of said 
Nez Perce Nation or Tribe," and inserting i.n lieu thereof the words 
"as determined by the Court of Claims": Provided further, That the 
removal of the li.mitation on the attorneys' fees herein contained shall 
apply to the Nez Perce only when they shall have given their formal 
consent thereto. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

amendment was concurred in. 
The bill w~s ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed .. 
BILL PASSED OVER 

'l'he bill (S. 107) establishing additional land offices in the 
States of Montana, Oregon, South Dakota, Idaho, New Mexico, 
Colorado, and Nevada, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. PHIPPS. Over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

SA.LA.RIES OF DISTRICT COMMISSIONERS 

The bill (S. 4242) to fix the salaries of the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That will go over. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, will the Chair withhold his 

objection for a moment? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will. 
Mr. COPELAND. The commissioner who just went out of 

office received $9,000 a year and the engineer commissioner 
received $9,000 a year. Under the classification act two new 
commissioners will come in at $8,000 a year each and the only 
way they can secure any increase under the law is by recom
mending for themselves an increase. It seemed to the com
mittee that that was unfair; at least, as a m_atter of fact, they 
have not so recommended. But it was our feeling that the 
District Commissioners should be paid at least $9,000 a year, 
which is the salary which the engineer commissioner receives, 
includ~ng his salary from the Government. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. May the Chair ask the Senator 
if $9,000 is the compensation that the bill provides? 

Mr. COPELAND. The bill provides for $10,000, but if the 
present occupant of the Chair will accept $9,000, so far as I 
am concerned, I would say let us pass the bill at that figure. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is agreeable to the present 
occupant of the chair. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, may I ask the 
Senator if one of the commissioners is not a retired Army 
officer? 

Mr. COPELAND. Yes; one of the commissioners is a retired 
Army officer. · 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What compensation is he 
drawing in that capacity? 

Mr. COPELAND. I do not know. But the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. GEORGE], who was as bitter in his opposition to 
the appointment of an Army officer as District Commissioner as 
I was, made it clear in his speech that the money which is 
paid him now as a retired officer i.s something which he has 
really earned and which was deducted from his salary', and 
that therefore we would not have any right to deduct that from . 
his salary as a commissioner. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I voted for the appointment 
of the retired Army officer to the position of commissioner, but 
I did so reluctantly. I voted for his confirmation because I 
thought he was a man of very superior ability. I must con
fess, however, that I am disturbed about retired Army and 
Navy officers filling civilian Government positions. Such officers 
are candidates for rriany positions which are becoming vacant, 
and a good deaf of activity is being displayed in their behalf. 
In view of the conditions in this country, I think we ought to 
be careful about appointing retired Army officers to civil.ian 
positions with financial emoluments. Here is a case where one 
of the qommissioners must · at least be drawing $5,000 a year 
from the Public Treasury as a retired officer ; he is healthy, 
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strong, and well, able to carry on this work, and he has a 
civilian position giving him a salary in addition to that which 
he receives as a retired officer of the Army. 

Mr. COPELAND. As the Senator will recall, I opened the 
fight against the appointment of an Army officer to the Board 
of District Commissioners7 but the appointment of that officer 
has been confirmed ; he is now serving, and the other commis
sioner is a doctor who retired from a large practice to assume 
this "work. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I want to say, Mr. President, 
that a \ery seriou question is involved in the retirement of 
Army and Navy officers, particularly and possibly the retire
ment of all civil officers and employees at an early age, when 
they are strong and healthy, thus increasing the draft upon the 
Public Treasury. That is a very serious question, and is one 
that is going to trouble us more and more in the future. I will 
say to the Senator that I look for a revolt among the people 
against increasing the retired list of the Army and Navy and 
giving civilian positions to officers thus retired. I see evidences 
of this on many sides. 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I call attention to the fact that 
the salary of the engineer commissioner would be $10,000. 

Mr. COPELAND. It would be $9,000. 
• Mr. DILL. It would be $9,000; according to the Senator's 
amendment, including the pay and allowances be receives as an 
officer of the United States Army. I see no reason why a simi
lar provision should not apply to any Army officer, active or 
retired, who holds a position in the Distlict government. 

Mr. COPELAND. Of course, Mr. President, there is a little 
difference in the case of an officer who is on the active list as 
compared to the officer who is retired. I was impressed by the 
argument made by the Senator from Georgia that the money 
which retired officers receive is money which they have already 
earned. 

Mr. DILL. That is not entirely true, because part of their 
retirement fund is provided by the Government. They pay one 
part of it and the Government pays another part of it. 

Mr. COPELAND. I move to amend by striking out "$9,000" 
and inserting "$10,000." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 
The CHIEF CLERK. On page 1, line 4, it is proposed to strike 

out " $10,000" and insert " $9,000," and to make the same 
amendment in line 6. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I am going to object to the 
further consideration of this bill at the present time. For two 
or three years there has been more or less maneuvering and 
manipulation in regard to an increase in the salaries of Gov
ernment employees in the city of Washington, who are receiv
ing but a pittance for their services. It seems that nothing can 
be accomplished in their behalf, but when it comes to a question 
of raising the salaries of those who are already receiving high 
rates of compensation at least some of my friends rush in and 
endeavor to see that such salaries shall be increased. I think 
it will have a very salutary effect to hold up some of the in· 
creases in the case of higher salaried officials until we can get 
something done for those who are receiving f\ very small com
pensation at the present time. I object to the present consid
eration of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. TRAMMELL. Yes ; I yield. 
SEVERAL .SENATORS. Regular order! 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called for. 
Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold 

his objection for a moment? 
Mr. TRAMMELL. I withhold it, but I am going to renew the 

objection. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called for, 

and that requires the next bill on the calendar to be called. 
l\Ir. TRAMMELL. I do not object to hearing the Senator 

from Connecticut. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next bill on the calendar 

will be stated. 
ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA 

The bill (S. 1792) to provide for the appointment of an addi
tional district judge for the southern district of California was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. President, I wanted to say in regard to 
the last bill which was passed over that the Senator from 
Florida is laboring under & misapprehension, because under the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New York there 
would be no increase of salary. The Commissioners of the Dis
trict in the past have been getting $9,000 a year. The present 
commissioners going into office as they have in a certain grade, 
under the classification act, only get $8,000; in other words, 

they are penalized unless they choose to vote themselves an 
additional $500 which under the law they would have the right 
to do, because there is no one who grades their efficiency except 
themselves; but, being rhonorable gentlemen, they are not will
ing right at the beginning of their terms of o:fi.ce to vote them
selves an additional $500. The motion of the Senator from 
New York, if agreed to, would give them $9,000, which is simply 
what the Commissioners of the District have been getting for 
some years past. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I inquire of the Senator from 
Connecticut if there is not one of the commissioners who is 
drawing a salary of more than $9,000? 

Mr. BINGHAM. He is an officer of the Army drawing retired 
pay. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I do not mean that officer; 
but there is another officer on the active list of the Army 
assigned to the District commissionership. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Under the law a third commissioner, the 
so-called engineer commissioner, receives his Army pay plus a 
sufficient -amount to bring it up to the pay of the civilian com
missioners. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am pleased to have that 
information. 

Mr. BINGHAM. He does not get $9,000 plus his Army pay, 
but he gets his Army pay plus a few hundred dollars, or it may 
be $1,000, or such amount as may be necessary to bring his 
salary as commissioner up to $9,000, which is what the commis
sioners have been getting in the past. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I knew of a retired Army 
officer being appointed on the Board of Commissioners of the 
District, but I had not the information as to salary of the 
officer on that board who is on the active list of the Army. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator from Connecticut when the salary of the District 
commissioners was increased to $9,000 a year? 

Mr. BINGHAM. It was increased to that rate several years 
ago. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. The Senator means under the Welch Act, 
does he not? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think it was under the Welch Act, which 
increased the salaries of nearly every one in the District. 

Mr. TRAMMELL. I do not care to perpetuate the injustices 
which were inflicted by the Welch Act. These officers who were 
receiving salaries of $7,500 a year had their salaries boosted 
to $9,000 a year, while there were hunP,reds if not thousands of 
clerks in this city drawing between $1,500 and $1,600 a year 
who received an increase of only $60 or $70 per annum. I want 
to see that kind of injustice corrected before we deal with lavish 
hand with those who are already receiving big salaries. I have 
objected to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BLEASE. Regular order! 
Mr. BRATTON. Let the bill go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The regular order is called 

for. Senate bill 1792 is before the Senate. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con. 

sider the bill ( S. 1792) to provide for the appointment of an 
additional district judge for the southern district of California, 
which was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President is authorized to appoint, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an additional district 
judge for the District Court of the United States for the Southern Dis
trict of California. The judge so appointed shall reside in said district 
and his compensation and powers shall be the .same as now p1·ovided by 
law for the judges of said district. A vacancy occurring at any time in 
the office of the district judge herein provided for is authorized to be 
filled. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

ADDITIONAL CIRCUIT JUDGE FOR FIFTH JUDIOIAL CIRCUIT 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill ( S. 1906) for the appointment of an additional 
circuit judge for the fifth judicial circuit, which was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President be, and he is hereby, author· 
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, an 
additional circuit judge for the fifth judicial circuit. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time. 
and passed. 

ADDITIONAL DISTRICT JUDGE, SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

The bill (S. 3229) to provide for the appointment of an addi· 
tional district judge for the southern district of New York 
was annoup,ced as ~ext 4! order. 
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Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, I dislike to be in th~ posi

tion of opposing my own bill, but a- Senator has requested 
me to ask that the bill go over. It is unfo-rtunate when the 
bill has almost reache-d the stage pf being passed that it should 
have to go over, but I am under obligations to make the 
re-quest. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
ADDITIONAL OIRCUIT J\JI)(;E, THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to 
consider the bill ( S. 3493) to provide for the appointment of 
an additional circuit judge for the third judicial circuit, which 
was read, as follows : - -

Be ott enacted, etc., That the President be, and be is hereby, author
ized to appoint, by and with the advice and consent ot the Senate, an 
additional circuit judge for the third judicial circuit. 

The bill was reported_ to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, an:d passed. 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I should like to make an inquiry 
in. regard to the bills providin!f for additional judges which 
have just be-en passed. I ask some member of the .Judiciary 
Committee if there is not a general bill pending before that 

·committee providing for the appointment of additional judges? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Ohair will state that he 

understands suc:Q a bill is being considered by the House. 
Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I may say that the bill referred 

to by the Senator from Ohio is not being considered by the 
Senate Judiciary Committe-e at this time. 

BILLS PASSED OVER 

The bin (H. R. 8574) to transfer -to the Attorney General 
certain functions in the administration of the national prohi
bition act, to create a Bureau of Prohibition in the pepartment 
of Justice, and for other purposes, was announced as next in 
order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Being the unfinished business, 
the bill will be passed over. 

The bill (H. R. 9557) to create a body corporate by the name 
of the "Textile Foundation '-' was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that that bill go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

CITIZENSHIP OF MARRIED WOMEN 

The bill (H. R. 10960) to amend the law relative to the citi
zenship and naturalizatio.li of married women, and for other 
purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. BLEASE. I ask that that bill go over. 
Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, would - the Senator from 

South Carolina be willing to withhold his objection for a mo
ment? 

Mr. BLEASE. I think the Senator from New York asked the 
other day th&t the bill go over . . 

Mr. COPELAND. No; the Senator from Washington asked 
that the bill go over the other day. · 

Mr. DILL. Mr. President, I asked that the bill go over the 
other day, in order that I might prepare an amendment to it. I 
presented the amendment this morning and asked that it be 
printed, not expecting that the bill would come up to-day. I 
have a copy of the amendment, however, and if the Senator 
from South Carolina will withdraw his objection, I should like 
to offer it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from S-outh 
Carolina withdraw his objection? 

Mr. BLEASE. I withdraw the objection. 
Mr. DILL. The amendment has been drawn with the ap

proval of the Commissioner of Immigration, of the Bureau of 
Naturalization, and of the Secretary of Labor. There have been 
hearings held on it. I should like to have the amendment read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Washington 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. On page 12, after line 13, it is proposed 
to add a new section, as follows : 

SEC. 19. Despite the provisions of subdivision (a) of section 1 of the 
act entitled "An act making it a felony with penalty fox certain aliens 
to enter the United States ot America under certain conditions in viola
tion of law," approved March 4, 1929, as amended, an alien, it othel'
wise admissible, shall not be excluded from admission to the United 
States under tbe provisions of such subdivision atter the expiration of 
one year after the date of deportation if, prior to his reembarkation 
at a place outside of the United Stutes, or his application in foreign 
contiguous territory for admission t<l the United States, the Secretary 
of Labor has granted such alien permission to reapply for admission. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I ask that the bill go over. 
The· PRESIDING OFFICER. Under objection, the blll will 

be passed ·over. · 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The bill (H. R. 699) to prevent fraud, deception, or improper 
practice in connection with buSiness before the United States 
Patent Office, · and for other purposes, was announced as next 
in order. 

Mr. COPELAND. I have been asked by an absent Senator 
to ask that that bill go over. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER: The bill will be passed over. 

OBLIGATIONS TO ENROLLED INDIANS UNDER TRIBAL AGREEMENT 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con· 
sider the joi-nt resolution ( S. J. Res. 163) to carry out certain 
obligations to certain enrolled Indians under tribal agreement, 
which had been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs 
with an amendment on page 1, line 7, after the word " taxation," 
to insert " and from which land the restrictions have been re-
moved," so as to make the Joint resolution read: 

Resolved, etc., Tbat any person duly enrolled as a member of au 
Indian tribe who received in pursuance of a tribal treaty or .agreement 
with the United States an allotment of land which by the terms of 
said treaty or agreQment was exempted from taxation, and from which 
land the restrictions have been removed, and who was required or per
mitted contrary to such stipulation to pay any illegal or un·authorized 
Federal tax on the rents, royalties, ox other gains arising from :.>uch 
tax-exempt lands during the period of such exemption and who would 
be entitled under the law and rulings of the Treasury Department in 
similar. Indian cases to' a refund of the taxes so illegally or erroneously 
collected but for the fact that he failed to file a claim for such refund 
within the time prescribed by law, shall be allowed one year after the 
appro-val of this act within which to file such claim, and if otherwise 
entitled thereto he may recover such illegal taxes in the same manner 
and to the same extent as ii such claims lor refund had been thereto" 
fore duly filed as required by law, it not being the policy of the Govern
ment to invoke or plead a statute of limitations to escape the obliga
tions of agreements solemnly entered futo with its Indian wards: Pro
vided, however, That in the case of the death of any such person any 
such illegal taxes paid by him_ ox on his account may in like manner be 
claimed and recovered by the person or persons who would have re
ceived such money bad it constituted a part of his estate at the time 
of his death. 

SEc. 2. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are modi
fied for the purpose, and only for the purpose, of carrying into the 
effect the provisions hereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 

and the amendment was concurred in. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a third 

reading, read the third time, and passed. ' 
BILL PASSED OVER 

The -bill (H. R. 9939) authorizing the Secretary of the In
terior to lease any or all of the remaining tribal lands of the · 
Choctaw and Chickasaw Nations for oil and gas purposes, and · 
for other purposes, was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask that the bill go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed o-ver. 
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, was order of 

business number 632, being House bill 9939, objected to? · 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection was made by the 

Senator from Wisconsin. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I objected to the bill, , 

because I want time to look into it before it shall lJe a"cted 
upon. 

CAS.A GRANDE RUINS NATIONAL MONUMENT 

The bill (S. 4085) to authorize the use of a right of way 
by the United States Indian Service through the Casa Gl'ande 
Ruins National Monument in connection with the San Carlos 
irrigation project, was considered as in Committee of the 
Whole anQ was read, as follows : 

Be it enacted, etc., That for the purpose of carrying out the San 
Carlos project tbe Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to 
use a right of way for an irrigation canal across the northeast quarter 
northeast quarter section 16, township 5 south, range 8 east, Gila anti 
Salt River meridian, within the Casa Grande Ruins National Monument, 
Arizona, to the extent of the ground occupied by such canal not to exceed 
50 feet _ on each side of the marginal limits thereof. 

The bill was reported to' the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to .be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed._ · -

PURCHASE· OF LAND FOR NEVADA INDIANS 

The bill (S. 134) authorizing an appropriation for the pur
chase of land for the · Indian colony near Ely, Nev., and for 
other purposes, - was considered as . in Committee of the Whole 
and was· read, as follows : 
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Be it enacted, etc., That there i.s hereby authorized to be appropriated 

the sum of $1,000 for the purchase of 10 acres of land now occupied 
as a camp by the In.dian colony near the city of Ely, Nev., and $600 to 
connect the camp with the city water service by the purchase and 
installation of pipe and hydrants and the erection of a standpipe with 
necessary protective structure, the title to be held in the name of the 
United States Government, for the use of the Indians. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

CONSOLIDATIONS OF RAILWAY PROPERTIES ~ 

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 161) to suspend the authority 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission to approve consolida
tions or unifications of railway properties was announced as 
next in order. 

The PRESIDING . OFFICER. This joint resolution is re
ported adversely, with amendments. 

Mr. FESS. Let it go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 

passed over. 
AMENDMENT OF INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT 

The bill ( S. 4205) to amend paragraph ( 6) of section 5 of 
the interstate commerce act, as amended, was announced as 
next in order. 

Mr. COUZENS. Let that go over. 
Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold his 

objection in order that I may make an explanation? 
Mr. COUZENS. Certainly. 
Mr. HAWES. Mr. President, Senate bill 4205 is intended for 

the protection of labor at the time of consolidations. The Inter
state Commerce Commission has not exercised its authority to 
consider this important matter. The subject was discussed in 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce, and a subcommittee 
was appointed to prepare a bill and to report it to the full com
mittee. That committee was composed of the Senator from 
Illinois [Mr.' GLENN], the Senator from Delaware [Mr. HAs
TINGS] , and myself. 

Commissioner Eastman was requested to write changes in 
the bill originally submitted. He presented to the subcommittee 
two plans, called plan No. 1 and plan No.2. The subcommittee 
approved plan No. 1. That was then submitted by the subcom
mittee to the full committee, and was unanimously approved by 
the members of the Committee on Interstate Commerce; so it 
comes before the Senate in the form of a bill writteJl by Mr. 
Eastman, of the commission, approved by a subcommittee of 
the whole committee, and then unanimously approved by the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

The measure is an important one. In my opinion, there is no 
possibility of Senate Joint Resolution 161 passing. It has not 
received the approval of the majority of the committee. Only 
six members approve of it fully. Two approve of it in qualified 
form; but the majority of the committee is opposed to that 
joint resolution. Now the Senate has an opportunity to do a 
thing that ought to be done--that is, to write into the law the 
element of consideration of the rights of labor in passing upon 
consolidations. 

I do not know anybody who would object to this Qill. Cer
tainly no member of our committee objects to it. Now is the 
time to pass it and send it to the House, so that it can become a 
law. After all, the whole force of the demand for Senate Joint 
Resolution 161 came from labor-labor asking protection. That 
was the force back of the joint resolution. The heart of the 
thing is contained in this bill. It is before the Senate, and I 
hope the Senator from Michigan will withdraw his objection 
to it. 

Mr. COUZENS. 1\fr. President, will _the Senator yield? 
Mr. HAWES. I yield. 
Mr. COUZENS. If the bill is to go through by unanimous 

consent, I desire to make an amendment to it providing for the 
protection of the employees in anticipation of consolidations, 
whicb the bill does not cover. I have not the amendment pre
pared to offer at this time, so I shall have to object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection being made, the bill 
will be passed over. 

ALBERT L. LORAN 

The bill (H. R. 1793) for the relief of Albert L. Loban was 
announced as next in order. 

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, may I ask the chairman of 
the committee a question? The Senator recalls a conference he 
and I had the other day about a bill which I introduced to ac
cord to a former employee in the Postal Service benefits similar 
to those conferred by this bill. That bill was reported from the 
Senator's committee during the last s~ion of the Congress and 
passed the Senate. 

In the course of the conversation the other day I understood 
the chairman to say that the bill would not be reported, at least 
for the present, because the employee left the service in 1917, 
and apparently had waited a rather long time to present his 
claim. In this case the employee left the service in 1919. What 
is the difference between those two claims that makes this one 
approvable and the other one not so? 

l\1r. HOWELL .. Mr. President, there is a very marked differ
ence between the two claims and the circumstances. In the 
case of the one that is now before the Senate the man was 
injured in 1912. There was then no compensation law. He bas 
become an invalid and is helpless. He applied for compensa
tion under the law of 1916 and was refused because his accident 
had taken place prior to the passage of the law. 

In the case to which the able Senator !rom New Mexico 
refers the man made claim and presented his case to the com
mission, which he had a right to do. They considered his claim 
and turned it down on the ground that the proximate cause of 
his trouble was not what he claimed at that time, namely, sitting 
in a draft in the post office at Chicago. Now, 10 years after
wards, the claimant in the lattE~l' case comes before Congress and 
says, " Ovettule the commission whicb passed upon the facts at 
the time of the claim." 

Mr. BRATTON. Even so, does the Senator regard the de-· 
termination of the commission as binding upon Congress? 

Mr. HOWELL. No; but ·I do claim that where Congress bas 
set up a commission to determine the equities and the rights of 
a claimant, and that commission, with all the facts before it, 
refuses to grant the claim of the alleged inju'l'ed person, and 
then 10 years expire, Congress is in no position to judge of the 
claim; that the only thing that can intervene is sentiment, be
cause the commission had all the facts at the time of the claim
ant's injury or disability. 

Mr. BRATTON. I can not accept the Senator's statement that 
the only thing which appeals to Congress is sentiment; neither 
do I agree with him that the finding of a commission should be 
binding upon Congress. I think the evidence submitted in con
nection with that bill makes out a prima facie case. Of course, 
the Senator may regard it otherwise. 

I am not going to object to the consideration of this bill. I 
think it is meritorious; and it would ill become me or any other 
Member of this body to object to this bill because I think some 
other bill resting on similar facts should be passed. I appeal 
to the Senator, however, not to hold the other bill in his com
mittee, but to let the Senate pass upon the question. 

Mr. HOWELL. So far as that is concerned, the Senator from 
Nebraska does not propose to hold any bill in the Claims Com
mittee. However, when a bill comes before the Claims Com
mittee. and the committee passes on it and refuses to allow the 
claim, I am not responsible. 

M.r . BRATTON. Oh, no; no more than any other member of 
the committee. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time of the Senator from 
New Mexico has expired. Is there objection to the present con
sideration of House bill 1793? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

CONS'IRUCTION OF ROADS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS IN MONTANA 

The bill (S. 1785) providing for the construction of roads on 
the Blackfeet Indian Reservation in the State of Montana was 
announced as next in order. ' 

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, I notice that the Secretary of 
the Interior recommends against that bill. I suggest that it go 
over. ~ 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I wish the Senator would 
withdraw his objection. Let me say that the Secretary of the 
Interior points out, in his letter to the committee, the necessity 
for the road. He recommended against the bills-both this bill 
and the next one--only because of the fact that he said the 
subject was dealt with in a general appropriation bill. Let me 
call the attention of the Senate to the fact, however, that the 
appropriation that was put in for roads across Indian reserva
tions was cut down by the House. 

Mr. FESS. Let the bill go over until to-morrow. 
Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, before the bill goes over, may 

I call the Senator's attention to the fact that the Senate has 
now passed the Colton-Oddie bill, which will authorize appro
priations for roads through terrritory in this category ; and it 
may be that that will be the answer to the Senator's request for 
consideration. 

Mr. WHEELER. My understanding of the matter is that that 
bill carries only a very small appropriation. 
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Mr. PHIPPS. Oh, no ; it Contains a general authorization 

which would make an appropriation for a .project of this kind 
available without-a separate bilL 

1\Ir. WHEELER. Then I will let it go over. 
Mr. FESS. I should like to have the two bills go over until 

to-morrow, at least, if the Senator pleases. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Senate bill 1785, the title of 

which has just been stated, and Senate bill 4002, providing for 
the -construction of roads on the Rocky Boy Indian Reservation 
in the State of Montana, will be passed over. 

BILL PASSED OVER 

The bill (H. R. 7933) to provide for an assistant to the Chief 
of Naval Operations was announced as next in order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Let that go over. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 

OHIO RITER BRIDGE, NEW M.A.RTINSVILLE, W.VA. 
The bill ( S. 3638) to extend the times for commencing and 

completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River 
at or near New Martinsville, W. Va., was announced as next in 
order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I notice that there are 
House bills on the calendar which seem to correspond to the 
bill of which the title has just been read and the one following 
it. If that is the case, I suggest that the Senate bills should be 
indefinitely postponed and the House bills acted on. 

Mr. HATFIELD. Mr. President, House bill 9850 is just the 
same as the Senate bill. I move the postponement of the Senate 
bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, House bill 
9850 will be substituted for Senate bill 3638. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill (H. R. 9850) to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near New Martinsville, W.Va. 

The bill was reported to tl1e Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate biU 
3638 will be indefinitely postponed. 

OHIO RIVER BRIDGE, MOUNDSVILLE, W.VA. 
The bill (S . . 3754)to extend the times for commencing and 

competing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at 
or near Moundsville, W.Va., was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the same 
course will be followed in the case of this bill, and House bill 
10248 will be substituted. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con
sider the bill (H. R. 10248) to extend the times for commencing 
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio 
River at or near Moundsville, W. Va. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, Senate bill 
3754 will pe indefinitely postponed. 

PROVISION OF BOOKS FOR ADULT BLIND 
The bill (S. 4030) to provide books for the adult blind was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole and was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted~ eto.J That there. is hereby authorized to be appropriated 
annually to the Library of Congress, in addition to appropri!ltions 
otherwise made to said Library, the sum of $100,000, which sum shall 
be expended under the direction of the Librarian of Congress to provide 
books for the use of the adult blind residents of the United States, in
cluding the several States, Territories, insular possessions, and the Dis
trict of Columbia.. 

SEC. 2. The Librarian of Congress may arrange with such libraries as 
he may judge appropriate to serve as local or regional centers for the 
Circulation of such books, under such conditions and regulations as be 
may prescribe. In the lending of such books preference shall at an 
times be given to the needs of blind persons who have been honorably 
discharged from the United States military or naval service. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
and passed. 

BILLS PAS SED OVER 

The bill (H. R. 7390) to authorize the appointment of an 
assistant commissioner of education in the Department of the 
Interior was announced as next in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Let that bill go over. 
The bill (S. 3054) to increase the salaries of certain post

masters of the first class was announced as next in order. 
Mr. TRAMl\fELL. At the request of the junior Senator from 

Washington [Mr. DILL], who is necessarily abSent from the 
Chamber, I object. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over. 
That completes the calendar. 

THE LOWER RIO ·GRANDE, THE LOWER COLORADO, AND THE TIA JUANA 
RIVERS 

Mr. SHEPPARP. Mr. President, I ask that the report of 
the International Waterway Commission, made under provision 
of law and transmitted by the Secretary of State and by the 
President, be made a Senate document; together with the letters 
of transmittal. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

ADJOURNMENT 
Mr. McNARY. I move that the Senate carry out the unani

mous-consent agreement and adjourn until to-morrow at 12 
o'clock. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate (at 4 o'clock and 
45 minutes p. m.), under the order previously made, adjourned 
until to-morrow, Tuesday, May 13, 1930, at 12 o'clock meridian. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
MoNDAY, May 12, 1930 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to order by 
the Speaker. · 

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery. D. D., offered. 
· the following prayer : 

Blessed Lord, we are not afraid to come to Thee because we 
are inferior. Thy love and mercy, we trust, have taken away 
the sense of fear. We thank Thee for · such tides of gracious
ness. As the tiniest flower turns toward the sun, so in Thy 
presence we thank Thee for what Thou art, and may we forget 
what we are. Bless all classes of our citizens. May education 
prevail that our whole land receive its blessings. Remember 
especially the poor, the ignorant, the needy, and those who are 
subject to violent wrongs inflicted by their own passions. 
Teach us all that. the big things in life are contentment, a fine 
appreciation, a serene mind, and a large vision. In the name 
of our Saviour. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of Friday, May 9, 1930, was 
read and approved. · 

W .AR DEPARTMENT APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. Spe:;tker, I ask unanimous consent to 
take from the Speaker's table tbe bill . H. R. 7955, the War 
D~partment appropriation bill, with Senate amendments, dis
agree to the Senate amendments, and ask for a conference. 

'.rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 7955) making appropriations for the military and non

military activities of the War Department for the fiscal year ending 
.June 30, 1931, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 

has the gentleman from California talked with the gentleman 
from Mississippi [Mr. CoLLINs] about this? 

Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. I have talked with the gentleman 
from Mississippi and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
WRIGHT]. 

Mr. GARNER. They are both agreed? 
Mr. BARBOUR. Yes. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 7 
There was no objection ; and the Speaker announced as the 

conferees on the part of the House Mr. B.A.RBOUR, Mr. CLAGUE, 
Mr. TABER, Mr. CoLLINS, and Mr. WRIGHT. 

TREASURY .AND POST OFFICE DEPARTMENTS APPROPR.IATION Bll.L 
Mr. WOOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference report on 

the bill H. R. 8531, the Treasury and Post Office Departments 
appropriation bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 8531) making .appropriations for the Treasury and 

Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending .June 30, 1931, and for 
other purposes. 

1\!r. WOOD. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Speaker, that the 
statement be read in lieu of the conference report. 

The ·sPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The .Clerk will read the statement. 
The statement was read. 
(For text of conference report and accompanying statement, 

see Hous~ pro.ceedings of May 1, 1930.) 
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The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the con

ference report. 
The conference report was agreed to. _ 

I 
PENSIONS 

Mr. NELSON of ·wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 11588, 
with Senate amendments, and agree to the Senate amendments. 

The SPE.AKIJJR. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
11588, with Senate amendments, and agree to the Senate amend
ments. The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk rea<l as follows : 
A bill (H. R. 11588) granting pensions and increase of pensions to 

certain sotdiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain widows and 
dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said war. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend
ments. 

The Clerk read the Senate amendments, as follows : 
Page 13, strike ont lines 22 to 25, inclusive; page 38, strike out lines 

7 to 10, inclusive; page 41, strike out lines 14 to 17, inclusive; page 
88, strike out lines 19 to 22, inclusive ; page 134, strike out lines 15 to 
19, inclusive; page 137, strike out lines 22 to 25, inclusive; page 143, 
strike out lines 1 to 4, inclusive; page 145, strike out lines 17 to 20, 
inclusive; page 157, strike out- lines 18 to 21, inclusive; page 180, 
strike out lines 22 to 25, inclusive ; page 181, strike out lines 22 to 24, 
inclusive, and lines 1 and 2, page 182; page 203, after line 3, insert: 

"The name of Adelia Legrow, helpless child of Samuel H. Legrow, 
late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, an(l 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Nancy S. Walker, widow of Richard A. Walker, late 
of Captain Edleman's Company A, Cavalry Detachment Sixty-fourth 
Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month . . 

"The name of William M. Atchison, late of Capt. George R. Barber's 
Fleming County, Ky., State troops, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $50 per month. 

" The name of John Cook, late of Captain Walker's company for 
volunteers, attached to One hundred and ninetieth Regiment Twenty
seventh Brigade, Fifth Division West Virginia Militia, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

" The name of Harriet J. Ball, widow of Robert E. Ball, late of 
Troop E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. ' · 

"The name of Matilda Ann Price, widow of John H. Price late of 
Compa~y C, First Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Cavalry, and' pay her 
a pensiOn at the rate of $50 per month in. lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Mary J. D. Buzzell, widow of Warren I. Buzzell, late 
of Company C,_ Twenty-eighth Regimeht Maine Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pens10n at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Frank H. Greenough, widow of Milon E. Greenough, 
late of Company E, One hundred and second Regiment New York Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

" The n_ame of Cornelia L. Hough, widow of Daniel H. Hough, late 
of the Umted States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Catherine M. Hayward, widow of George F. Hayward, 
late of Compa.ny C, Sixtieth Regiment Massachusetts Militia Infantry 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. ' 

" The name of Mary J. Baldwin, widow of Amzi W. Baldwin, late of 
Company E, Thirteenth . Regiment New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month ..... 

"The name of Alice V. Stanley, widow of Henry C. Stanley, late of 
Captain Degg's company, Fifth Battalion, District of Columbia Infantry, 
and pay het• a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she · 
is now receiving. 

"The name of Marinda 0. Miles~ widow of William H. Miles, late of 
Company C, Twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of · that ~he is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Rosetta Barnes, widow of Newton Z. Barnes, late of 
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

"The name of Peter B. Coleman, late of Company F, Sixty-third 
Regiment Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month. 

" The name of Ann Eliza McClung., widow of William McClung, late 
of Capt. James R. Ramsey's company, West Virginia State Troops, 
and pay her a pension nt the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Alta K. Conley, widow of .James B. Conley, late of 
Company F, Fourteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 when it 
Is shown she has attained the age of 60 years. 

"The name of Hattie Smith, widow of Harrison Smith, late of 
Company E, Thirty-seventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

" The name of Margaret A. Ridgway, widow of George B. Ridgway, 
late of Company H, Twelfth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that she is now 
receiving. ·· · 

"The name of Ottilia H. Smith, widow of Amos T. Smith, late of 
Company D, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Catherine J. Belden, widow of Henry C. Belden, late 
of Company D, Fifty-second Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Winifred Wallace, widow of Michael D. Wallace, late 
of Company F, Thirty-second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

" The name of Emma F. McClaughry, widow of Robert W. Mc
Claughry, late of Company B, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry. and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

"The name of Amanda A. McKinney, helpless child of Joseph McKin
ney, late of Company A, Fourth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Jane Kelley, widow of John Kelley, late of Troop B, 
First Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension 
at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of George C. Hall, helpless child of Thomas B. Hall, late 
of Company I, Eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Samantha V. Cooper, widow of Charles C. Cooper, 
late of Company I, One hundred and ninety-fourth Regiment Ohio Vol
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving.' 

"The name of Martha J. Underwood, widow of .Ellis Underwood, late 
of Company C, Sixth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Bertha C. Riley, helpless child of John Wesley Riley, 
late of Company D, One hundred and forty-fourth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Nancy Blitz, widow of Charles Blitz, late of Com
pany C, Sixty-seventh Regiment New York National Guard Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Rosetta Emery, . widow of Samuel A. Emery, late of 
the United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month. 

"The name of Sarah J. Wells, widow of Samuel Wells, late of 
Company C, Thirty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Lizzie Wright, widow of William S. Wright, late of 
Company C, Twelfth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay . her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
she is now receiving. 

"The name of Silas W. Kelly, late of Capt. Joshua C. Perkins's Com
pany C, _Harlan County Battalion Kentucky State Guards, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

"The name of Sarah Meadors, former widow of Samuel Freeman, late 
of Company B, Hall's Gap Battalion, Kentucky Militia, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Manerva Morgan, widow of John H. Morgan, late 
of Capt. William Eversoles's Company C, Three Forl;:s Battalion, 
Kentucky State Troops, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. 

"The name of Jennie Riley, widow of Philip Riley, late of the United 
States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receving. 

" The name of Ellen J. Strong, helpless child of Charles B. Strong, 
late of Company K, One hundred and sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio 
National Guard Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Mary J. Perry, widow of Oran Perry, late of Com
pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of .Jessie May Bennett, widow of Amos F. Bennett, late 
of Company M, Fiftieth Regiment New York Engineers, and pay her 
a pension at tHe rate of $20 per month, and $30 when she has attained 
the age of 60 years. 

"The nam~ of Adaline Hendrixson, widow of Francis M. Hendrixson, 
late of Company B~ Fifty-ninth Regiment Ohio Volunteer - Infantry, 
and pay her a pensiOn at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

• 
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'· The name_ of Abbie W. Mudgett, widow of Henry E. Mudgett, late 

of Company E , Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay ber a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Josephine Chapman, widow of James W. Chapman, 
late of Company A, Seventh-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

" The name of Elizabeth Tasher, widow of John C. Tasher, late of 
Compan_y B, Forty-eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay he.r a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

" The name of Elsie E. Bradd, widow of James H. Bradd, late of 
Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

" The name of Fannie Badders, widow of James M. Badders, late 
of Company A, Twentieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Matilda LaCoss, widow of Adolph LaCoss, late of 
Company E, Sixtieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate . of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

" The name of Emma E. Waldo, widow of Dillingham Waldo, Jate 
of Company E, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving, and the pension of the helpless child continued. 

"The name of Malenda Lendormi, widow of Paulin Lendormi, late 
of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

" The name of Johanna Sherer, widow of Peter Sherer, late of Com
pany B, One hundred and fiftieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan
try, and pay her· a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

" The name of Ameila Lines, widow of Elliott Lines, late of Com
pany G, Thirty-ninth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Josephine F. Gibson, widow of Archibald Gibson, late 
of Company D, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of ~50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

" The name Of Nellie A. Getchell, helpless child of Charles 0. 
Getchell, late of Company F, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 

. Heavy Artillery, and pay her a -pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The name of Leacy V. Welch, former widow of Lorenzo D. Gilbreath, 
late of Troop E, Third Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 rer month in lieu of that she is now 
J,'eceiving. 

"'The name of Susan Shores, widow of Ethan P. Shores, late of 
Company K, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving.-

" The name of Annie Gilmore, widow of ·Milton Gilmore, late of 
Company A, Thirty-second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

" The name of Marion .T. Ellis, widow of Abram H. Ellis, late of 
Troop C, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

·• The name of Aletha E. Eakes, widow of Joseph R. Eakes, late of 
Company C, Seventy-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Laura B. Strider, former widow of Jasper W. Reed, late 
of Company B, Forty-fuurth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now r eceiving. 

"The name of Jennie • Lochra.y, widow of Archie Lochray, late of 
Company H, Eighty-seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

"The name of Jemima Colver Rose, former widow of Lewellyn Colver, 
late of Company I, First Regiment Oregon Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Catharine Moxley, widow of Willis Moxley, late of 
Company D, One hundredth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is ~ow receiving. 

"The name of Nellie L . Dowlan, widow of William Dowlan, late of 
Compa ny E, Eleventh Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a p ension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Catherine J. Wilson, widow of Addison W. Wilson, 
' late of Company K, One hundred and twentieth Regiment Indiana 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Mary J. Clark, widow of Granville P. Clark, Jate of 
Troop A, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of ·$50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Anna K. Gleitcb, widow' of George S. Gleitch, !ate of 
Company G, First Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu o_f that she is now 
receiving. · 

"The name of Caroline B~unson, widow of Theophilns G. Brunson, 
late of Company H, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $.40 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

"The name of· Emma G. Heffner, widow of James Heffner, late of 
Company L, Thi:-d Regiment of Pennsylvania Heavy Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" Th_e na~e of Eliza I. Duff, widow of William M. Duff, late of Com
pany D, Twenty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Frances El. O'Brien, widow of David O'Brien, late of 
Company K, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin V.olunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving, and the helpless child, Leona, to $20 per month subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws. 

"The name of Mary H. White, widow of William W. White, late of 
Company L, Fifth RegimE:.Dt Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate _of $30 per month. 

"The name of Mary M. Battis, widow of Wilkins M. Battis, late of 
Company C, Nineteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Georgetta Fuller, widow of E7A'a B . FUller, late of Com
pany E, One hundred and forty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infan
try, and puy her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lien of that 
she is now receiving. 

" The name of William L. Ross, enlisted under the name of William 
A. Murray, late of Ninety-third Regiment New York Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $50 per month. 

"The name of Ruth E. Richardson, widow of Jabez T. Richardson, 
late ·or Troop K, First Regiment Connecticut Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now re
ceiving. 

"The name of Nellie E. Withey, widow of Elbridge Withey, late of 
Company H, Eleventh Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Ellen C. Riley, widow of Edward Riley, late of Troop 
I, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Cynthia .F. Knapp, widow of Devlllo Knapp, late of 
Company K, Sixty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

•' The name of Rosanna Bishop, widow of Edwin M. Bishop, late of 
Company I, One hund1·ed and eighty-ninth Regiment New York Infan
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

"The name of Anna B. Flaherty, widow of Michael Flaherty, late of 
Company K, Twenty-eighth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month, and $30 when 60 
years of age. 

"The name of Susan A. May, widow of Charles H. May, late of Com
pany B, Sixteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

''The name of Sarah Connell, widow of J"ohn Connell, late of Com
pany M, Tenth Regiment New York Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is ..now receiving. 

"The name of Margaret A. Day, widow of Carlos P. Day, late of the 
United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. . 

"The name of Mary E. Hinchman, widow of Joseph E. Hinchman, 
late of Company G, Tenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. · 

"The name of Alice Howard, widow of James P. Howard, late of 
band, Seventh Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pa y her a pension at · 
the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Anna P. Fuller, widow of Samuel G. Fuller, Jate of 
Company E, Sixth Regiment Vermont · Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
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a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Matilda A. Riggs, widow of James Riggs, late of Com
pany B, Seventh Regiment Maryland Volunte~r Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv
ing, and pension of helpless child to continue. 

"The name of Lilly Long, widow of William Long, late of Company 
K, One hundred and thirty-seventh Regiment Indiana Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Laura R. Slater, widow of Thomas J. Slater, late of 
Troop A, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Emily A. Foster, widow of William Foster, late of 
Company B, Thirtieth Regiment Enrolled Missouri Militia, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Nannie Fry, widow of William Fry, late of Battery 
G, First Regiment United States Colored Heavy Artillery, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Ella J. C. Perry, widow of Leonard Perry, late of 
Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Mary E. Tolbert, widow of Harris F. Tolbert, late of 
Company B, Twenty-eighth Regiment North Carolina Infantry Con
federate States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Hannah P. Ramsey, widow of James Newton Ramsey, 
late of Company I, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

" The name of Catherine M. Brown, widow of Henry E. Brown, late of 
Company B, Seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Margaret McElroy, widow of William McElroy, late of 
Company D, Cass County, Missouri Home Guards Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Lucy L. Hamm Vaughan, widow of George M. Vaughan, 
alias Vaughn, late of Fifth Military District, Enrolled Missouri Militia, 
staff of Brig. Gen. R. C. Vaughn, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$30 per month. 

"The name of Demarious Harris, widow of Isaac N. Harris, late of 
Company B, Second Regiment Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Mary C. Morris, widow of Henry Morris; late of Troop 
K, Seventh Regiment Missouri State Militia Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Birdie Springsteen, widow of Abram F. Springsteen, 
late of Company A, Thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the i·ate of $20 per month and $30 per month when 
she h~s attained the age of 60 years. 

"The name ·of Pheba Whitman, widow of John B. Whitman, late 
of Company D, One hundred and twenty-seventh Regiment Pennsyl
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month. -

"The name of Ruth R. Nash, widow of Nathan E. Nash, late of 
Company B, Ninth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 
· " The name of Susan A. Kurtz, widow of Henry Kurtz, late of Com
pany G, Twenty-seventh Regiment Wisconsin Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiv
ing. 

"The name of Sarah P. Abrel, widow of Graffienburg Abrel, late of 
Company C, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name· of Charlie Hyden, helpless child of John H. Hyden, late 
of Company F, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month . . 

"The name of Priscilla Elmore, helpless child of Jesse Elmore, late of 
Battery B, First Regiment Kentucky Light Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

" The name of Priscilla Wilson, widow of Alexander H. Wilson, late of 
Company C, Third Regiment United States Colored Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

.. The name of Sarah Higgins, widow of Parley E. Higgins, late of 
Twop L, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Lottie A. Crouch, helpless child of Charles H. Crouch, 
late of Company B, Maine Coast Guards, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Rebecca A. Wright, widow of Thomas W. Wright, late 
of Company G, One hundred and thirty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volun
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name ~f Wilson H. Spangenberg, dependent child of George W. 
Spangenberg, late of Company G, 'l'wenty-sixth R egiment Michigan 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Emma Fitch, widow of John Fitch, late of Company 
E, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Priscilla Mayer, widow of Philip Mayer, late of Second 
Independent Battery, Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Martha Gaggin, former · widow of William Leonard 
Ford, late of Company A, Seventy-fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Lucinda 1\1. Hanna, widow of James W. Hanna, late 
of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

"The name of Lillie Wootan, widow of Daniel Wootan, late of Com
pany A, Eleventh Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

. "The name of Ollie P. Stallings, widow of David R. Stallings, late of 
Troop E, Eighth Regiment Missom·i State Militia Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Maggie M. Phillips, widow of Isaac N. Phillips, late of 
Troop A, First Regiment West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Miranda J. Pickle, widow of Gabriel Pickle, late of 
Company B, Fifty-fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Nancy Beth, widow of William Beth, late of Troop E, 
Sixth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Kate F. Thorn, widow of David C. Thorn, late of Com
pany C, Eighty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Martha E. Crawford, widow of William 0. Crawford, 
late of Company D, One hundred and seventy-ninth Regi.m,ent New· 
York Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
lieu of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of Mary Ida Jordan, widow of George E. Jordan, late of 
Company H, Eighteenth Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of J. A.lfred Perry, helpless child of James E. PeL·ry, 
late of Company I, Twenty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Sarah E. Emmert, widow of Daniel Emmert, late of 
Company A, One hundred and forty-sixth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 

" The name of Margaret Galvin, helpless child of Daniel Galvin, late 
of Company B, Ninetieth Regiment of Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Matilda Brown, widow of John Brown, late of Com
pany K, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment illinois Volunteer In
fantry, and pay her a pension at tbe rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Emma Turner, widow of Washington Turner, late of 
Company F, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. • 

" The name of Myron Gibson, helpless child of Thomas Gibson, late 
of Company E, Tenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Joab Carr, jr., late of Capt. ,Nathan J. Lambert's 
Independent Scouts, Tucker County, West Virginia State Troops, and 
pay him a pension at tbe rate of $50 per month. 

"The name of Hettie A. Kyker, widow of Thomas J. Kyker, late of 
Troop C, Third Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now · 
receiving. 

" The name of Caroline · Hoyt, widow of Charles L. Hoyt, late of 
Company E, Fifteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of ~at she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of Amanda Metcalf, helpless child of Amos Metcalf, late 
of Company C, Seventh RPJ?iment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate <-1 $20 per month. 
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" The name of Manda Jane Stringer, helpless ebUi:l of WHliam 

Stringer, late of Company A, Twelfth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Sarah' J. Ravlin, former widow of Robert McCollom, 
late of Company H, Eighteenth Regiment New York Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

" The name of Henrietta Trate, widow of Lot Trate, late of Com
pany D, Fifty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per ID()Dth fn lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Elizabeth Bartley, widow of Jeremiah J. Bartley, late 
of Company K, Second Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, a~d pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per montb in lieu of that she 1& now 
receiving. 

"The name of Mary J. Edwards, widow of EdJll()nd Edwards, late of 
Troop A, Thirteenth Regiment Kentucky Volunt~r Cavalry, ~d pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 1s now 
receiving. 

" The namP. of Emma F. SbUling, widow of John Shilling, late of 
Company H, Third Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and ~ay her 
a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she lS now 
receiving. 

" The name of Anna B. Collins, widow of Anderson F. Collins, late of 
Company F, Seventieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, .and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

" The name of Rebecca Barnes, widow of Cassius M. Ba.rnes, late of 
Captain Holland's Company, Michigan Mounted Engineers, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

" The name of Rachel Morgan, widow of Edwin D. Morgan, late of 
Company B, Eighty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Elizabeth Butler, widow of James Butler, late of 
Company A, Sixty-seventh Regiment United States Colored Volunt~er 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

"The naDie of William Fay, belpless child of Aaron Fay, late of 
Company II, Sixteenth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
bim a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

"The name of Mary E. Stone, former widow of James Cook, late of 
Company F, Tbird Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

" The name of Sarah Ann Owens, widow of Patrick Owens, late of 
Company B, One hundred and eighteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

"The name of l\lary P. Law, widow of James B. Law, late of Com
pany F, Twenty-second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

"The name of Sarah P. Denham, former widow of Thompson Denham, 
late of Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving. 

"The name of Emeline Keeling, widow of Dexter Keeling, late of 
Company C, One hundred and sixteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 

" The name of Cornelia F. Grove, widow of Leonard S. Grove, late of 
Company E, Eighth Regiment Maryland Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving,. 

"The name of Elizabeth J. Mills, widow of George L. Mills, late of 
Troop K, Eleventh Regiment Indiana Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

" The name of Rachel A. Moffitt, widow of Hugh Moffitt, late of 
Company E, Twentieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

"The name of William A. Rowin, helpless child of William Rowin, 
late of Troop B, Second Regiment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate 
amendmeBts-. 

The Senate amendments were agreed to. 
BYRD .ANTARCTlO EXPEDITION 

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House Joint Resolution· 327, authoriz
ing the presentation of medals to the officers and men of the 
Byrd Antarctic expedition. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 327} authorizing the presentation ()f 

medals to tbe officers and men of tile Byrd Antarctic expedition. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this is a matter 
of urgency? 

Mr. CABLE. Yes, sir. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the pTesent considera-

tion of the resolution 1 
There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved_, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is 

hereby, empowered and directed to cause to be made at the United 
States mint such number of gold, silver, and bronze medals as be may 
deem appropriate and necessary respectively to be presented to tbe 
officers and men of tbe Byrd Antarctic expedition to express the high 
admiration in which the Congress and the American people hold their 
heroic and undaunted services in connection with the scientific inves
tigations and extraordinary aerial explorations of the Antarctic conti
nent, under the personal direction of Rear Admiral Riehard E. Byrd, 
said medals to be suitably inscribed. 

With a committee amendment as follows : 
Page 1, line 3, strike out the word "Treasury" and insert in lieu 

thereof the word "Navy." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the com-
mittee amendment. 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Slllc. 2. That such amount as may be necessary for the -purchase of 

the necessary materials for said medals is bereby authorized to be 
appropriated out of any money in the TYeasury not otherwise appro
priated. 

Mr. CABLE. Mr. Speaker, I offer an amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as foUows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. CABLE: Page 2, line 7, strike out the 

words " purchase o the necessary material for" and insert the words 
"cost of." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend
ment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu

tion as amended. 
The resolution as amended was order.ed to be engrossed and 

read a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the resolution was 

passed was laid on the table. 
SOVIET PROPAGANDA DOCUMENTS 

1\ir. LAGUARDIA. 1\Ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
proceed for eight minutes. · 

T.he SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. LA
GuARDIA] asks unanimous consent to proceed for eight minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago the country 

was somewhat startled by an announcement made by the com
missioner of police of the- city of New York that he had seized 
some documents purporting to show that a New York corpora
tion, Amtorg, was connected directly in subversive propaganda 
work in the United States. He bad a hearing before the Com
mittee on Immigration in executive session, but at the same time 
released to the press · of the country photostatic coPies of docu
ments which purported to show the activities of communistic 
propaganda throughout the country through this agency. 

I am informed by Mr. Harold Swain, managing editor of the 
New York Graphic, that one of his men discovered the printing 
press in New York City where the original letterheads on which 
the alleged orders from Moscow were printed; that he called 
this discovery to the attention of the commissioner of police 
before coming to Washington; that he asked one of his men, 
Mr. Joe Cohn, to report to Mr. Whalen, and offered his infor
mation for comparison with the original of the letterheads he 
.had obtained from the New York printer; that he himself, Mr. , 
Swain, on the morning that the commissioner of police came to 
Washington called at his home at 6 o'clock in the morning, and 
offered to compare or give the commissioner an opportunity to 
compare his records with the samples said to have been printed 
in New York. I think I am safe in saying that our Department 
.of State had an opportunity of knowing about these alleged 
records purporting to come from Moscow, and has given no 
credence ta them at all. The fact remains, however, that many 
people became alarm,ed when the commissioner of police came to 
a committee of the House and these documents were pr~ented to 
the committee. I would suggest to the Committee on Immigratio~ 
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that the authenticity of the Whalen Russian documents should 
be established. I will be glad to turn over the original letter
head proofs obtained by the New York Graphic. The Commit
tee on Immigration should ask the police commissioner of New 
York to appear with his originals and a comparison could be 
made then and there. If the so-called Russian documents are 
faked or forgeries, the House and the country should be 
promptly informed. 

I have in my hand the letterhead printed on East ·Tenth 
Street, New York City, an exact replica of the letterheads on 
which these mysterious letters or documents appeared. On the 
back of it there is a statement from the printer. I r.ead: 

I printed this about four months ago and submitted two copies as a 
proof, but the man did not come back for the order. Signed, M. Wagner, 
printer. 

In other words, they ordered 500, I think. They paid some
thing on account and went there and got proof copies the same 
ns the copies I hold in my hand. If you will compare this 
letterhead with the photostatic copies which were given out to 
the press by the New York police, you will find certain printing 
characteristics which are identicaL In fact, the one is a photo
static copy of the other. For instance, the dropping of a comma 
in the ditto mark; the falling of a dot in the line. There is no 
question that the photostatic copies which were given to the 
press by M:r. Whalen and exhibited by him to our Committee on 
Immigration were exact reproductions of the letterheads which 
I have in my hand, and which were printed in New York City 
and not in ' Moscow. 

I hold no brief for the Amtorg. I do not know anything 
about them. I do not know anything about their activities 
here except that they are purchasing goods for Russia to the 
extent of ~150,000,000 or $200,000,000 in this country every year. 

I submit that when the police commissioner of New York City 
has some information to give to Congress, he ought to submit 
to every test before getting the country unduly exercised about 
the existence of communistic activities based un documents the 
authenticity of which he can not vouch for. The Amtorg is a 
New York corporation. If the police commisSioner has any 
information that they are engaged in any activities which are 
unlawful, he can apply to the courts of New York through the 
atto.rney genernl of the State to dissolve the corporation. That 
way is open to him. If he claims any law of the United States 
has been violated, he should submit the facts to our Department 
of Justice. If he desire legislative action, he should be willing 
to prove the charges be makes. 

I will bold these originals for the pleasure of the Committee 
on Immigration, and I will ask the Committee on Immigration 
to take these originals and compare them with the photostatic 
copies which they have, and I am sure they will be convinced 
that some one bas sold the Police Department of New York City 
a gold brick. But Congress ought to know it because of the 
mysterious m~nner in which this hearing was held. First, 
the announcement of the discovery of the documents ; then giv
ing the documents to the press; and then the executive session 
between the police commissioner and the committee, and the 
suspicion aroused that some very dangerous documents had been 
seized. 

The least we can do is to invite a comparison and determine 
the authenticity of these documents. 

For that purpose I have asked this time, and for that pur-
pose I am ready to submit these proofs to the committee. 

Mr. JENKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 
Mr. JENKINS. The chairman of the Committee on Immigra

tion is not present at this time, and I am not authorized to 
speak for him or for the committee; but I am a member of the 
Committee on Immigration, and I may say to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA] that our distinguished chairman, 
the gentleman from Washington [Mr .• TOHNSON] will be glad 
to avail himself of any assistance that the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. LAGuARDIA] may render. 
. Mr. LAGUARDIA. I received this information and these proofs 
from the managing editor of the New York Graphic, who con
ducted this investigation and who vouches for this information. 
I am sure be, too, will cooperate with the gentleman's committee. 

Mr. SABATH. Will the· gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 
Mr. SAB.ATH. Does the gentleman frorri New York [Mr. LA

GuARDIA] have any objection to furnishing whatever evidence 
he may have to the other committee that is considering the two 
resolutions to investigate Amtorg and such other activities? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There is not any such committee that I 
know of. 

Mr. RAMSEYER. The Rules Committee. 

Mr. SABATH. I think that committee ought to have such 
information as the gentleman from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA] 
bas in his possession, and additional information that it may be 
able to secure, because I think it would in · a great measure aid 
the committee in passing upon the resolutions that are now 
before that committee. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Yes, indeed; I shall be pleased to submit 
these samples to the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I yield. 
Mr. GREEN. I was present at the hearing recently when the 

commissioner appeared, and be impres:ed me as one of the most 
able witnesses I have ever heard before a congres ional com
mittee. He impressed me as a man who is desirous of adminis
tering the laws of the land with all equity and justice, and I 
believe he will welcome any cooperation. 

l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. It was offered to him, as I stated before, 
in New York by the Graphic. 

Mr. GREEN. He seemed perfectly willing to reveal any in
formation be could that would not conflict with prosecutions 
that were going on in New York. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. There are no prosecutions going on re
sulting or in connection with these alleged Russian documents. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired. 

TAXATION BY EXE0UTIVE FIAT 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks in the RECORD by printing a ·bort article prepared 
by Mr. David H. Morton, of New York, upon the flexible clause 
of the tariff. I do not know the gentleman, but the article is 
well prepared, and I think it is worth reading in connection 
with the flexible clause now pending in Congress. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
The article is as follows : 

SHALL ONE MAN OR A COMMISSION OF BUREAUCRATIC EXPERTS ARBI

TRARILY EA."'ERCISE THIS POWEll TO DESTROYf 

There was no executive power to change tari.Jf rates under the Under
wood Tariff Law. The Tariff Commission appointed by Woodrow Wilson 
was advisory. It merely compiled tariff statistics and collected infOl·ma· 
tion for the use of Congress. This useful, nonpartisan function it per
formed satisfactorily, without friction, internal or external. The repeal 
of the tl.exible provisions would restore the Tariff Commission to their 
original useful status. The first time in American history any executive 
official was given power to change an existing tax rate was in the 
flexible provisions of the tariff act of 1922, enacted by Congress at the 
request of President Hariling. 

This is the most dangerous, insidious of bureaucratic powers ever 
established by Federal act. Thus started, it is greatly broadened in 
the pending bill. It gives one man, the President of the .United States, 
the power to make or break important importing and manufacturing 
interests by fixing, on an arbitrary formula, the customs tax rate for 
the future. 

John Marshall said the power to tax is the power to destroy. This 
means that no court can set aside a tax because it confiscates property. 
In this the flexible tariff differs in toto from making interstate com
merce rates for carriers which can never be confiscatory, or even 
arbitrary. 

This is one of the most important governmental questions now up for 
discussion. This act sets up the discretion of one man instead of the 
fixed rule of law. 

Congress "passed the buck," abdicated its power, and practically 
turned over the making of tariff laws to the President, assisted by the 
Tarilf Commission. 

The costs of the investigations are enormous, running into the 
hundreds of thousands, for the employment of a small army of in
vestigators and field agents; reminding us that we seceded from Great 
Britain because the king sent "swarms of officers to harass our people 
and eat up their substance." 

As a practical matter, it is impossible to find with accuracy the 
difference in competitive conditions at borne and abroad, on a theo
retical finding of which the action of tbe President is supposed to be 
based. Therefore, it gives an arbitrary and uncontrolled discretion to 
the President to fix the amount of the future customs-tax rate. That 
is taxation by Executive fiat. 

Under the Fordney-McComber Act of 1922 the formula was differ
ence in costs of production at home and abroad. This, by legal fiction, 

. to the effect that it merely authorized the President to find facts, was 
casually sustained by the courts. But the most ignorant can see that 
when the President fixes a new tariff tax based upon the supposed 
differences in competitive conditions he levies any tax be pleases. That 
ls legislation. All deceit and camoutl.age was thrown aside when the 
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formula was changed from differences in production costs to differences 
in competitive conditions. 

No one but a fool would argue that the latter sets up a fact-finding 
process. 

The most ignorant can see that the differences in competitive condi
tions formula gives the President absolute and uncontrolled dis<:retion 
to determine the amount of the tariff tax rate. 

William McKinley accept~d with some mi-sgiving the advisory tariff 
commission bill of 1882 and in a speech to Congress said : 

" I can not refraiD. from saying that we '"re taking a new and 
somewhat hazardous step in delegating a duty that we ought ourselves 
to perform-a duty confided to us by the Constitution, and to no 
others. It is true that a commission does not legislate, and therefore 
its work may or may not be adopted by Congress. This is the safety 
of the proposition. The information it will furnish will be important 
and its statistics of rare value, but the same sources of information 
are open to Congress and to the Committee on Ways and Means as 
will be available to a commission." 

- What would Mc!Gnley have thought of a commission with power 
to fix tariff rates, or of the present :flexible scheme reposing such a 
power in the President? 

Speaker Thomas Brackett Reed, in the North Amer~an Review of 
December, 1902, said: 

"But we can have sitting in perpetual session a body of men 
nonpartisan, judicious, wise, and incorruptible. Yes, in your mind. 
You can have anything in your mind. Imagination is unlimited and 
it is very delightful to wander around among possible impossibilities. 
Just think of a nonpartisan tree trade.r sitting on a tariff tax. _Of 
course, he would be above any prejudice except his own. I saw one 
Taritr Commission sit in 1882, and its report was not enacted into 
law. All its mistakes were, and the result was satisfactory to nobody." 

The fl~ble tariff should be repealed. It disturbs business and 
dampeus business initiative. Changes in tariff rates once in a while by 
Congress are often bad enough, but the power to disturb business by 
changing tariff rates any t1nre the executive functionaries see fit is 
worse. It spells bureaueracy in its worst form. 

The investigations are largely secret. They have to be. It is not 
a lawsuit. It is an investigation looking to a change in the law. The 
Tariff Commission is not' a coru·t.. The so-called hearing is merely to 
get additional information like a congressional committee hearing. 
It bears no possible resemblance to a court trial. Fixing the tax rate 
is a political act and can not be made into a litigation. The commis
sion and the President may seek information by conversations with 
expert.il or willi anyone else. Congress has to fix tariff rates in the 
open after full debate, and take the responsibility. To a considerable 
extent the flexible investigation inust necessarily be E'..X parte. 

This flexible scheme is no longer to be based upon supposed dif
ferences in cost of production. The law expressly directs the President 
to fix tariff rates which will equalize competitive conditions. This 
expression means anything one wisbes it to mean. It is indefinite. It 
establishes no clear-cut rule of action. It is rank nonsense to call such 
an elastic formula a mere fact-finding process. Under it, within cer
tain nominal limits, the President can do anything he likes, thus 
exercising an absolute uncontrolled discretion. 

He can change the classification from one paragraph to another. He 
can change the ad valorem to the American valuation. This would 
often increase the duty several hundred per cent. That is no fact
finding process. It has the same effect as new legislation. 

The mere threat to start an investigation for a change will put every 
importing a)ld domestic industry affected in political fear of the will of 
the administration. This scheme sets up an executive political power 
over business, the like of which was never known in America ; com
pared with which the worst possible manipulation of ordinary political 
spoils is harmless child's play. 

Moreover, under any :flexible scheme a Democratic President or com
mission could reduce duties over the heads of a Republican Congress, 
and a Republican President or commission could increase duties in 
defiance of a Demoeratic Congress. Such change in the tax rate by 
the Executive could not claim a popular sanction. It would lack the 
support nnd approval of the popular representatives intrusted by the 
Constitution with the taxing power. 

How any believer in American institutions, Democrat or Republican, 
can stand for giving such drastic, autocratic power over American busi
ness to executive functionaries, be they commission or President, and 
whatever their ability and learning, is a mystery. It 1s supported by no 
orthodox Republican or Democratic doctrine. It has not a political leg 
to stand on. 

This discussion does not involve the political question of "protection" 
or "tariff far revenue." The question of having a flexible tariff is a 
nonpartisan question. 

If this is to remain a Government of laws and not of men, the :flexible 
tarili must go. The most far-reaching governmental power, the power 
to tax is the power to destroy, is practically exerdsed behind the scenes, 
more or less in the dark, securely buried in the wilds of our circumlocu
tion office at Washington. That is the worst form of Federal bureau
cracy yet invented. 

When the Federal bureaucrats arbitrarily construe or arbitrarily 
apply a tax law there is a judicial- remedy to correct their action in 
the courts. But the act of fixing -the -future tax rate is, in its very 
nature, not subject to judicial review. It is not a justiciable matter. 
The courts can not be made to indirectly take part in the purely political 
act of fixing the future tax rate. Consequently when the President fixe~ · 
the amount of a future tax rate be can wantonly and arbitrarily 
destroy my propert;y; or put me out of business, and I have no redress 
whatsoever. 

This striki.Qgly distinguishes such absolute, unrestrained power from 
the limited and restrained action of the Interstate Commerce Commis
sion in fixing reasonable rates for carriers' public services, which can 
neither be confiscatory nor arbitrary. Moreover, the whele matter of 
thus fixing taliff rates through an Executive -commission is so hidden, 
confused, and deceptive, so lost in the wilds of our circumlocution 
office in Washington, so irresponsible in its nature, that the citizen 
affected, perhaps put out of business, has practically no political redress 
for abuse of power. There is no one he can hold responsible 
politically. 

This whole flexible-tariff business would have been anathema to 
Thomas Jelferson, to Samuel J. Tilden, to Grover Cleveland, and to 
most of our great Republican statesmen of former days. Have we 
now· gone soft? If we are willing to have our very right to do busi
ness granted us by -the favor of a commission of Washington bureau
cratic experts, however upright or however learned, we might as well 
stop talking about Amedcan liberty and turn everything o.-er to a 
dictator suc-h as Lenin or Mussolini and be done with constitutional 
government. 

The above explains why the present flexible tariff has not taken the 
tariff out of politics and why Dt> flexible tariff can do so. The tariff 
Is purely and necessarily a political question. 

The Archangel Gabriel himself can not accurately find the supposed 
" differences in competitive conditions " without using a legislative 
discretion. To attempt tuiff making by such a formula is unsound and 
impractical and grossly unfair to business. 

Changing the perso-nnel of the Tariff Commission can not help matters. 
That merely changes the IIM'D who shall do the guessing. 

In his testimony before the special investigation committee, Thomas 
Walker Page said : 

"I think that there are enough uncertainties in business, even under 
the best of conditions, and I think that the feeling of uncertainty and 
of insecurity is greatly increased when it is impossible for the producer 
to 'know at what time the rates of the tariff are going to be changed. 
When they feel, at least, that they are under a constant threat of a 
change in the tax on imports they can not with any feeling of safety 
make their commitments for future operations. It is, therefore, a 
deterrent to business. It prevents sound business. It adds a specula
tive interest which I think is highly undesirable. I might also say 
that one of the serious defects in the proposal for a flexible tariff is, as 
I have said elsewhere, the danger that the flexibility will be perverse. 
You can not make investigations which will justify a change in the 
rate until the period of production is co-mpleted to which the investi
gation relates. Now, the following period of production may be subject 
to conditions that are different from the period which has been under 
investigation. If, therefore, you change your rates so as to accord with 
results, or investigation, of one period, they might be totally wrong for 
the period which follows." 

In conclusion there is a deliberate snake in the flexible provision 
which should be noticed. It professes to be a fair and equal scheme. 
It is not. As to every ad valorem rate the President may lower the 
existing rate 50 per cent. But when he comes to ad valorem rates be 
can go far above 50 per cent by shifti-ng the duty to the so--called 
American selling price. · That makes the scheme one~sided and unfair 
in operation. 

CONSTRUCTION OF BRIDGES 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, on February 27, I 
called to the attention of the gentleman from Illinois [1\Ir. 
DENISON] certain legislation that had passed the Senate the 
day previous with reference to the -construction of two bridges 
in Maryland. I told him at the time that I had information re
garding the activities of certain individuals interested in the cor
poration seeking the franchises. I was assured by the gentleman 
.from Illinois, as the RECORD will show, that I would be given 
an opportunity to appear before his committee prior to the re
porting of the bills. The bills have been reported to the House, 
but the gentleman from Illinois did not keep the promise he 
made to me on the :floor. Therefore I ask unallimous consent 
that I be permitted to extend my remarks in the RECORD and 
print the a,rgument I proposed to submit to the subcommittee 
of the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, if I had 
been given the oppo_rtunity. 

The SPEAKER. ·The gentleman from Missouri asks unani
mous consent to extend his remarks by printing an argument 
he intended to make before the Committee on- Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. Is the1·e objection? 
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Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I object. I want to state, in 

view of what the gentleman from Missouri has said, that the 
failure of the committee to hear the gentleman was entirely an 
oversight, and if .there is any parliamentary way it can be done 
I will ask that the bills be referred back to the committee, in 
order to give the gentleman from Missouri an opportunity to 
have a hearing. Can that be done? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can be done by unani
mous consent. 

Mr. DENISON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill (S. 3421) to authorize the Tidewater Toll Properties 
(Inc.), its legal representatives and assigns, to construct, ma~
tain, and operate a bridge across the Choptank River at a pomt 
at or near Cambridge, Md., and the bill ( S. 3422) to authorize 
the Tidewater Toll Properties (Inc.), its legal representatives 
and as igns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across 
the Patuxent River, south of Burch, Calvert County, Md., be 
referred back to the committee for further hearing. There 
was no intention, of course, to prevent the gentleman from Mis
souri from being heard, but in the consideration of many other 
matters pending before the committee, the gentleman's request 
was overlooked. I want to give him ample opportunity to be 
heard. · 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from lllinols asks unani
mous consent that the two bills referred. to be recommitted to 
the committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. Is there 
objection? 

There was no objection. 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA BUSINESS 

Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that in 
consideration of certain District bills to-day the usual Consent 
Calendar rules may be used. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Connecticut asks unan
imous consent that such bills from the District Committee as 
may be offered to-day be considered under the rules relating 
to the Consent Calendar. Is there objection? 

Mr. CRAMTON. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object
which I do not expect to do-I think this would be a good time 
to call to the attention of the House the conditions under 
which one District of Columbia bill passed this House the last 
time the District Committee had a day. .A certain bill was 
reported to allow the Masonic Temple .Association, in Wash
ington, to erect a portion of their. building higher than the 
building regulations of the District permit. When that bill 
came up for consideration, I asked for certain information, but 
the information given was not accurate. The gentleman who 
gave it to me was not at fault, because the plans of the asso
ciation had not been fairly disclosed to the committee. By 
reason of the information given me I did not make the objection 
to the bill which I would have made. The bill passed and has 
become law. Since that time certain facts have been developed 
of which Congress was not aware. First, that instead of being 
simply a fraternal structure that would be an ornament to the 
city, in a conspicuous location, a part of the project is a com
mercial one, the erection of several apartment houses, so that 
Congress gave consent to an exception to the building regula
tions in connection with a commercial project. This Congress 
would not have done it if we had known the facts. Secondly, the 
portion of the structure tlia t is to be higher than the building 
regulations would have permitted, as now planned by the 
architects, is to be practically a replica of the Lincoln Memorial. 

In other words, we are permitting, in connection with a semi
fraternal and semicommercial project, the placing, in a very 
conspicuous part of the city, of a replica of the Lincoln Memo
rial, to some extent taking away the unique beauty that char
acterizes that structure. I do not know what authority, if any, 
the Fine Arts Commission and the National Capital Park and 
Planning Commission may have left to them, but I hope they 
have ·enough authority that they can prevent the desecration of 
the Lincoln Mem01ial by uniting it with this pending proposition. 
[.Applause.] I think there ought not to have been that excep
tion for any commercial project. However, that has gone by, 
and I only take this time to express the hope that the Commit
tee on the District of Columbia in any legislation they are going 
to bring before the House to-day will know the facts. 

Mr. AREN'.rZ. The gentleman has lots of followers, so why 
not introduce a bill to repeal that bill? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I think that would be very desirable. 
Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from Michigan yield for 

a question? 
Mr. CRAMTON. Certainly. 
Mr. GARNER. The gentleman said that the time had gone 

by, but is there not a remedy that we could now apply by appr<>
priate legislation? Have they acquired rights that we could not 
take away from them? 

Mr. CRAMTON. No. If the Congress would pass the legis
lation, it would still be in time. 

Mr. GARNER. Why does not the gentleman introduce the 
necessary legislation and try to remedy the situation? 

Mr. CRAMTON. I will be very pleased to do that and see 1 

how far we may get with it. 
Mr. TILSON. Mr. Speaker, I renew my request. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to. the request of the gen- 1 

tleman from Connecticut? 
There was no objection. 

NATIONAL SOCIETY SONS OF THE AMERICAN REVOLUTION IN WASH· 
INGTON, D. C. 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up ·the bill (H. "R. 3048) 
to exempt from taxation certain property of the National 
Society Sons of the .American Revolution in Washington, D. 0. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
TI;te Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be •t enacted, etc., That the property situated in square 196 in the 

city of Washington described as lot 10,· together with all the furniture 
and furnishings now in and upon premises 1227 Sixteenth Street NW., 
occupied b'y the National Society of the Sons of the American Revolu
tion, be, and the same is hereby, exempt from and after August 26, 
1927, from all taxation so long as the same is so occupied and used, 
subject to the provisions of section 8 of the act approved March 3, 1877, 
providing for exemptions of church and school property, and acts 
amendatory thereof. 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 1, line 9, strike out the words "August 26, 1927," and insert 

"the date of the approval of this act by the President." 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera
tion of the bill? 

Mr. HOW .ARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, 
I would like to ask the gentleman if this property is used in any 
sense for the purpose of raising revenue in behalf of the society? 

Mr. McLEOD. I understand it is not. 
:Mr. HOW .ARD. Does the gentleman know it is not? 
Mr. McLEOD. From the information the committee has, it 

is not. ' 
Mr. HOWARD. Until the gentleman can tell me positively it 

is not, I shall have to object. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HOW .ARD. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I am going to suggest an amendment on 

page 2, after the word " is," to insert the word " exclusively," 
so as to provide "so long as the same is exclusively so occupied." 
I think this would cover it, because then it must be exclusively 
occupied by the Sons of the .American Revolution. I have in 
mind the same thing the gentleman has. 

Mr. HOW .ARD. That would help, but I want to know that 
no citizen will ever be charged for entry upon these premises. 

Mr. McLEOD. The testimony the committee received from 
the Sons of the American Revolution was that all functions 
held on these premises, whatever their object might be, were 
always free and open only to those individuals, and with the 
amendment suggested by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
LAGUARDIA] I can not see what objection the gentleman could 
have to the bill. 

Mr. HOWARD. I suggest to the gentleman he make the 
amendment a little stronger. That is not strong enough for me. 

Mr. McLEOD. I may say further to the gentleman from 
Nebraska that this is identical with the bill passed with respect 
to the Daughters of the American Revolution. 

Mr. HOWARD. That may be. It is identical with the 
Masonic and Odd Fellow measures, and I belong to all of them, 
but I believe in everything paying taxes, where there is any 
money received from the property. We had better pass it over 
until the gentleman perfects the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. HOW .ARD. I object for the present, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker--
The SPEAKER. Fo.r what purpose does the gentleman from 

Georgia rise? 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, in connection with the bill that 

has just been called up, I ask unanimous consent that there 
may be inserted in the RECORD an adverse report of the District 
Commissioners on this bill, which report has been omitted from 
the committee report, in order that the Members of the House 
may be informed of the reasons the Commissioners of the Dis
trict do not think this bill should be enacted into law. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani
mous consent to insert in the RECORD an adverse repcirt of the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia on the bill just 
called up. Is there obje.ction? 

There W!!S no objection. 
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The matter referred to follows: 

COMMISSIONERS OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA., 

Washington, D. a., December f8, 19f9. 
Bon. F. N. ZIHLMAN, 

Chairman Cotnmittee on the District of aozumbia, 
HOUBe of Rept~entatives, Washington, D. a. 

Sm : The Commissioners of the District of Columbia have the honor 
to submit the following on H. R. 3048, Seventy-first Congress, first 
session, entitled "A bill to exempt from taxation certain property of the 
National Society Sons of the American Revolution in Washington., 
D. C.," which you referred to them for consideration and report. 

Under existing law property used for educational, charitable, and 
religious purposes is exempted from taxation if it fulfills certain require
ments. This is a general law. Under certain special laws other prop
erties of philanthropic or patriotic character have been exempted. The 
total exemptions which have been made of property in the District of 
Columbia for these purposes amounts to $75,000,000. The commis
sioners have had other bills referred to them providing for a special 
law which would increase the present large amount of exempt property. 
Such laws tend to shift the burden of taxation from the few directly 
interested to the general public. The commissioners believe it to be a 
sounder fundamental policy to insist that the founders and members of 
organizations which are not purely charitable, educational, or religious, 
and therefore whQse property would not be exempt under the present 
general law, should pay taxes for such property and recogniz~ such 
an obligation in the founding of their institutions and the calculations 
of their budgets. · 

For the reasons given above the commissioners are constrained to 
recommend adverse action on this bill. 

Very truly yours, 
PRESIDENT BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS 

OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 

CONSTRUCTION OF PRIVATE AND SEMIPUBLIC BUILDINGS IN CERTAIN 
ABEAS OF THE NATIONAL CAPITAL 

Mr. McLEOD. llr. Speaker, I call ·up the bill ( S. 2400) to 
regulate the height, exterior design, and construction of private 
and semipublic buildings in certain areas of the National 
Capital. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPE.AKIDR. Is there objection to the present considera-

tion of the bill? 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That in view of the provisions of the Constitution 

respecting the establishment of the seat of the National Government, 
the , duties it i.Jn{losed upon Congress in connection thei'ewith, and the 
solicitude shown and the efforts exerted by President Washington in the 
planning and development of the Capital City, it ts- hereby declared that 
such development should proceed along the lines of good order, good 
taste, and with due regard to the public interests involved, and a reason
able degree of control should be exercised over the architecture of pri
vate or semipublie buildings adjacent to publlc buildings and grounds of 
major importance. To this end, hereafter when applieation is made for 
permit for the erection or alteration of any building, any portion of 
which is to front or abut upon the grounds of the Capitol, the grounds 
of the White House, the portion of Pennsylvania Avenue extending 
from the Ca.pitol to the White House, Rock Creek Park, the Zoological 
Park, the Rock Creek and Potomac Parkway, Potomac Park, the Mall 
park system and public buildi·ngs adjacent thereto, or abutting upon any 
street bordering any of said grounds or parks, the plans therefor, so far 
as they relate to height and appearance, color, and texture of the mate
rials of erterior construction, shall be submitted by the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia to the Commission of Fine Arts ; and -the 
said commission shall report promptly to said commissioners its recom
mendations, including such changes, if any, as in its judgment are 
necessary to prevent reasonably avoidable impairment of the public 
values belonging to such public building or park ; and said commissioners 
shall talte such action as shall, m their judgment, effect reasonable com
pliance with such recommendation: Pro'fJided, That if the said Commi.s
F: ~n of Fine Arts falls to r!iport its approval or disapproval of such 
plans within 30 days, its approval thereof shall be assumed and a permit 
may be issued. 

SEc. 2. Said Commissioners of the District of Columbia, in consulta
tion with the National Capital Park and Planning Commission, as early 
as practicable after approval of this act, shall prepare plats defining the 
areas wi1lhin which application for building permits shall be submitted 
to the Commission of Fine Arts for its recommendations. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
DOG TAXES 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 11403) 
to amend an act entitled "An act to create a revenue in the 

District of Columbia by levying tar upon all dogs therejn, to 
make such dogs personal property, and for other purposes," as 
amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera

tion of the bill? 
Mr. GIBSON. · Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, I 

desire to ask the chairman of the committee a question. About 
a year ago a committee was created to make a study of the 
licensing laws of the District for the purpose of drafting a bill 
to replace the law passed in 1902, which is now obsolete in 
many features. I ask if any progress has been made in the 
committee with respect to this proposed act. 

Mr. McLEOD. I do not believe so. I do not think that has 
been considered so far this session. 

Mr. GIBSON. I will say to the chairman of the committee 
that the District officials are very much concerned about the 
situation. In the application of the present law certain activi
ties are subject to exorbitant taxes. I mention this as one of 
the injustices of the pres~nt law. Many activities are charged 
ridiculously l<;»w fees and many are not included by reason of 
changed conditions. 

Mr. McLEOD. The gentleman knows that I am in sympathy 
with him, and it is the intention of the committee to reach it 
as soon as possible. 

Mr. TARVER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, 
I think it proper that the membership of the House should be 
informed as to the nature of this bill, before granting consent. 
I do not propose myself to enter an objection. This is not a 
bill of the character you think it is by reading the title. It is 
a bill to raise the salary of the official dog catcher from about 
$2,300 to approximately $3,000-the exact figures I do not re
call I call your attention also to the fact that the personnel 
classification board, which has had under consideration the 
appeal of this official for higher classification has denied the 
appeal and the District Commissioners have adversely reported 
on the proposed increase of salary. If no one has an objection 
I shal1 enter no formal objection myself, but I felt that you 
should be acquainted with. the facts. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the bilJ.? 

There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, eto., That an act entitled "An aot to create a revenue 

in the District of Columbia by levying a tax upon all dogs therein, to 
make such dogs personnl property, and for other purposes," approved 
June 19, 1878 (20 Stat. 173), as amended, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended by inserting, following section 9, a new section to read as 
follows: 

" SEC. 10. In order to carry out properly and effectively the duties 
imposed upon him by Congress the poundmaster is hereby given author
ity as a special police officer of the Metropolitan Police Department of 
the District of Columbia, with authority to make arrests in the per
formance of his duty, and be shall receive a salary at the rate of 
$3,080 per annum." 

SEc. 2 Section 10 is amended to read as follows : 
" Smc. 11. That all acts or parts of acts now in force in the District 

of Colwnbia inconsistent with the proviB:ions of this act be, and the 
· same are hereby, repealed." 

The bill was ordered , to be engrossed and read a third time 
was read the third time, and passed. . ' 

A motion to reconsider was laid on the table. 
FOB THE DISPOSAL OF COMBUSTIBLE REFUSE FROM PLAOES OUTSIDE 

OF THE CITY OF W ABHINGTON 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9767 
for the disposal of combustible refuse from places outside of 
the city of Washington. 

The Clerk read the title to the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. McLEOD. ·Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent that 

the bill S. 4221 be substituted for the House bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no ohjection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows :· 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Commissioners of the District of Colum- . 

bia be, and they are hereby, authorized to enter into agreement with the 
Board of County Commissioners of Montgomery County, State of Mary
land; the Board of County Coromission~rs of Prince Georges County, 
State of Maryland; the Board of Supervisors of Arlington County, State 
of Virginia, and/or with the several municipalities, taxing areas, and 
communities within the counties aforesaid having power and authority 
to enter into such agreements, said agreements to permit said counties, 
municipalities, taxing areas, and communities to dispose of combustible 
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material in the incinerators built by the District of Columbia under 
authority of ·the act approved March 4, 1929, entitled "An act authoriz
ing the acquisition of land in the District of Columbia and the con
struction thereon of two modern high-temperature incinerators for the 
destruction of combustible refuse, and for other purposes," in such kind 
and quantities, at such times, and for such fees as the said Commis
sioners of the District of Columbia shall specify: PrCYVided, That said 
counties, municipalities, taxing areas, and communities shall make col
lections of such material with their own equipment and shall obtain 
permits ft·om the District of Columbia for hauling or transporting the 
material over routes within the District of Columbia to be. designated 
by the said commissioners. The commissioners shall have the right to 
suspend or revoke such agreements if found necessary for ·the proper 
and successful operation of these incinerators, or for any other reason. 

. Mr. LAGUARDIA. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
;Michigan a question. Does the gentleman believe that the city 
of Washington is sufficiently protected in not having its · streets 
used for the garbage carts of neighboring municipalities going 
either way to the District incinerator? 

Mr. McLEOD. They are going through streets only desig
nated by the commissioners: 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. We have gone through this thing in my 
own city. The objection is that the garbage wagons must go 
through the streets of the city to get to the incinerator. If 
you are going to make a dumping ground for Maryland and Vir
ginia, you ought to go slow and pot have all of the garbage 
drawn through the streets of the city. 

Mr. McLEOD. The committee felt that, according to the 
testimony given, there will be considerable money saved for the 
District of Columbia. In going through the streets, that matter 
comes within the jurisdiction of the commissioners, who desig
nate certain streets for the passage of the garbage wagons. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Reducing the cost of garbage disposal 
and an inC'rease of the stench fro:r;n garbage wagons going 
through the streets would be too big a price to pay, but I pre
sume the committee has looked into it. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 
third time, and passed. 

A motion to reconsider was Jaid oa the table. 
A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

AUTHORIZING THE COMMISSIO"l'ITERS OF THE DISTRICT TO SEJTI'LE 
CLAIMS AND SUITS AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9996, an 
act authorizing the Commissioners of the District of Columbia 
to settle claims and suits against the District of Columbia, ap
proved February 11, 1929. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 1 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (a) of section 1 of the act 

entitled "An act authorizing the Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia to settle claims and suits against the District of Columbia," 
approved February 11, 1929, be, and the same hereby is, amended to 
read as follows : 

"(a) Arises out of the negJigence or wrongful act, either of com
mission or omission, of any officer or employee of the District of 
Columbia for whose negligence or acts the District· of Columbia, if a 
private individual, would be Hable prima facie to respond in damages, 
irrespective of whether such negligence occurred or such acts were 
done in the performance of a municipal or a governmental function of 
said District : Provided, however, That nothing herein contained shall 
be construed as depriving the District of Columbia of any defense it 
may have to any suit, either at law or in equity, which may be 
instituted against it." 

With the following committee amendment: 
Page 2, line 14, after the word "it," insert the following language: 

" or to give any person, corporation, partnership, or association any 
right to institute any suit against the District of Columbia which did 
not exist prior to the passage of this act." 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read 

a third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider was ·laid on the table. 

AMENDING SECTION 601, SUBCHAPTER 3, CODE OF LAWS, DISTRICT OF 
COLUMBIA 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 3144, to amend 
sections 599, 600, and 601 J.)f subchapter 3 of the Code of Laws 
for the District of Columbia, which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to obr 
ject, is this the board of directors bill? 

Mr. STOBBS. Yes. I am going to offer an amendment which 
I think will satisfy the gentleman's objection. I shall provide 
in the amendment that this shall be applicable only to mis
sionary and religious organizations. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
. The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That sections' 599, 600, and 601 of subchapter 3 
of the Code of Laws for the District of Columbia be, and the same are 
hereby, amended to read as follows: 

" SEc. 599. Certificate: Any three or more persons of full age, citizens 
of the United States, who desire to associate themselves for benevolent, 
charitable, educational, literary, musical, scientific, religious, or mis
sionary purposes, including societies formed for mutual improvement or 
for the purpose of religious worship, may make, sign, and acknowledge, 
before any officer authorized to take acknowl~dgment of deeds in the 
District, and file in the office of the recorder of deeds, to be recorded 
by him, a certificate in writing, in which shall be stated-

" First. The name or title by which such society shall be known in 
law. 

" Second. The term for which it is organized, which may be perpetual. 
"Third. The particular business and objects of the society: 
"Fourth. The number of its trustees, directors, or managers for the 

first year of its existence. 
"SEc. 600. Signers incorporated: Upon tiling their certificates the 

persons who shall have signed and acknowledged the same and their 
a.ssoctates and successors shall be a body politic and corporate, by . 
the name stated in such certificate; and by that name they and their 
successors may have and use a common seal, and ma.y a.lter and change 
the same at pleasure, and may make by-laws and elect officers and 
agents, and may take, receive, hold, and convey real and personal estate 
necessary for the purposes of the society as stated in their certificate : 
Provided, however, That this section shall not be construed to exempt 
any property from taxation in addition to that now specifically exempted 
by law. 

"SEC. 601. Trustees: Such incorporated society may elect its trus
tees, directors, or managers at such time and place and in such manner 
as may be specified in its by-laws, who shall have the control and man
agement of the affairs and funds of the society, and a majority of whom 
shall be a quorum for the transaction of business, unless a less number 
be specified as a quorum in the by-laws; and whenever any vacancy 
shall happen in such board of trustees, directors, or managers the va
cancies shall be filled in sucli manner as shall be provided by the by
laws of the society." 

With the following committee amendments: 
Page 1, line 3, strike out the letter " s " in the word " sections." 
Page 1, line 3, strike out "599, 600, and.'~ 
Line 4, strike out the word " are " and insert the word "is." 
Line 6, strike out all of lines 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, on page 1, and lines 1 to 

24, inclusive, on page 2, and lines 1 and 2 on page 3. 

Mr. STOBBS. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. STOBBS: Page 3, line 8, after the word 

"business," strike out "unless a less number be specified as a quorum in 
the by-laws," and strike out the period after the word " society," in 
line 12, and insert the following after the word "society," in line 12: 
"Provided, That any society formed for religious or missionary pur
poses may provide in its by-laws for a less number than a majority of 
its trustees to constitute a quorum." 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that the gentle
man insert the word "only" after the word "formed," so that 
it will read "only for religious and missionary purposes." 

Mr. STOBBS. That will be satisfactory. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. I think it should be made clear that it 

refers to a society organized only for religious and missionary 
purposes. 

Mr. STOBBS. I ·accept the suggestion. 
1\Ir: LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, I offer that as an amend

ment. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment to the 

amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment olfered by Mr. LA..GUARDIA to the amendment offered by 

Mr. STOBBS: After the word "formed" insert the word "only.'' 

The LaGuardia amendment to the amendment offered by 
Mr. STOBBS was agreed to, and the Stobbs amendment was agreed 
to. The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. 
was read the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to amend section 

601 of subchapter 3 of the Code of Laws for the District of 
Columbia." 

A motion to reconsider the vote by which the b~ll was passed 
was laid on the table. 

SALE OF DANGEROUS WEAPONS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Mr. McLEOD. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 9641, 
to control the possession, sale, transfer, and use of dan¥erous 
weapons in the District of Columbia, to provide penalties, -to 
prescribe rules of evidence, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. What bill is this? 
Mr. McLEOD. It is the dangerous weapon bill. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. 0 Mr. Speaker, I reserve the right to 

object. 
Mr. TARVER. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a point of order. The 

Chair announced, after inquiring if there was objection, that 
there was no objection, and it seems to me that the gentleman 
from New York comes too late with his reservation. 
- The SPEAKER. Technically, the objection came too late; 
but if a Member is not familiar with the bill being called up 
under circumstances like these, the Chair is always disposed to 
recognize him to object. The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 
_ 1\lr. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Speaker, my objection to the bill is 
that in providing for the issuance of a permit a citizen is re
quired to give a bond for $500. It seems to me that a citizen 
getting a permit to protect his personal property or person 
should not be required to give a bond. Certainly the racketeer 
and the gangster do not give bonds, and they carry guns. The 
business man under this legislation would be compelled to ob
tain a permit to protect his business against such intrusion and, 
in addition, give a bond. 

Mr. COLE. Does the gentleman from New York intend to 
permit competitive shooting contests? . 
- Mr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman from Iowa think that 
a bond would prevent such a thing? I think the law-abiding 
citizen who needs a gun to protect his business should not be 
compelled to give a bond. 

Mr. COLE. Instead of furnishing guns to citizens, would it 
not be better to take them a way from racketeers and gunmen? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Undoubtedly, that would be ideal, but we 
can not legislate for such a thing. I shall not object to the bill, 
but I shall offer an amendment at the proper time, and let the 
House decide. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of 
the bill? 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate by Mr. Craven, its principal clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment a 
bill of the House of the following title: 

H. R. 10651. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at 
or near Wellsburg, W.Va. 

The message also announced that the Senate insists upon its 
amendments to the bill (H. R. 7955) entitled "An act making 
appropriations for the military and nonmilitary activities of the 
War Department for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and 
for other purposes," disag1·eed to by the House; agrees to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and appoints Mr. REED, Mr. JoNES, Mr. 
BINGHAM, Mr. GREENE, Mr. HA.B.R.IS, and Mr. KENDRICK to be 
the conferees on the part of the Senate. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION .BILL 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 
12236) making appropriations for the Navy Department and 
the naval service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and 
for other purposes. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 

the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con
sideration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr. HooH in the 
chair. -

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the fu~ther consideration 
of the bill, H. R. 12236, whicll the Clerk will report by title. 

LXXII-553 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 12236) making appropriations for the Navy Depart

ment and the naval service, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, 
and for other purposes.' 

Mr. FRENCH. 1\Ir. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
Kansas use sOme o{ his time? 

Mr . ..AYRES. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia [1\lr. 
BRAND] 60 minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized 
for 60 minutes. [Applause.] 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee, in- the " Foreword " of one of his books a noted 
author says: 

There is in the nature of every man a longing to see and know the 
strange places of the worid. Life imprisons us all in its coil of cir
cumstance, and the dreams of romance that color boyhood still linger 
with us as the _years pass by. They stir at the sight of a white-sailed 
ship beating out to the wide sea, the smell of tarred rope on a blackened 
wharf, or the touch of the cool little breeze that rises when the stars 
come out will waken them again. Somewhere over the rim of the world 
lies romance, and every heart yearns to go and find it. · 

So it is with Members of the American Congress. In looking 
after the special interests of our constituents, in the discharge 
of our duties to the country at large and our own States, and 
particularly in the work of our respective committees, the mind 
often tires, and it is restful, if not helpful, to let our thoughts 
now and then roam in other fields ancl linger on other subjects. 

Our duties are so constant and taxing and along entirely dif
ferent lines, it is now and then a relief to Members to give heed 
to information upon subject matters to which one has not given 
a special study and in which the taxpayers of this Republic 
have a common interest. At least it is so with me, and I take it 
that all of us, in the main, think and feel alike. 

So far as the banking institutions and the business people of 
the United States are concerned, the country may be divided 
into two groups: 

First, those who collect interest. 
Second, those who pay interest. 
If this, as a rule, is a sound analysis of the situation, then 

all classes of people are interested in the Federal reserve system 
and the proper functioning of the 12 Federal reserve banks, and 
particularly the payment by the 12 Federal reserve banks of a 
franchise tax to the Treasury of the United States in accordance 
with the letter and the spirit of the law. 

Section 7 of the Federal reserve act is as follows : 
SEC. 7. After all necessary expenses of a Federal reserve bank have 

been paid or provided for, the stockholders shall be entitled to receive 
an annual dividend of 6 per cent on the paid-in capital stock, which 
dividend shall be cumulative. After the aforesaid dividend claims have 
been fully met, the net earnings shall be paid to the United States as a 
franchise tax except that the whole of such net earnings, including 
those for the year ending December 31, 1918, shall be paid into a surplus 
fund until it shall amount to 100 per cent of the subscribed capital stock 
of such bank, and that thereafter 10 per cent of such net earnings shall 
be paid into the surplus. 

I may say, in passing, that on May 2, 1930, I introduced a bill 
(H. R. 12096) which reads as follows: 

H. R. 12096, Seventy-first Congress, second session 
A bill to amend section 7 of the Federal reserve act 

Be it enacted, etc., That section 7 of the Federal reserve act be 
amended by adding at the end of the first paragraph, and after the word 
"surplus," in the thirteenth line thereof, a new paragraph to read as 
follows: _ 

"From the amount of the net earnings which remains to be paid to 
the United States as franchise tax, as above provided, and before the 
same is so paid, there shall be paid annually to the member banks of 
the Federal reserve system a sum equivalent to 2 per cent of their paid-In 
capital stock." 

I want to speak on this bill at some future time. The fol
lowing statement shows the gross earnings, gross expenses, and 
the net earnings from 1914 to 1926 of the 12 Federal Reserve 
Banks. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. Chairman, to extend my 
remarks by inserting a statement of these amounts in the 
record. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Following are the tables referred to : 
The following statement shows the total gross earnings, expenses, 

and the net earnings of the 12 banks of the Federal reserve system 
from 1914 to 1926; and likewise shows the gross earnings, the ex
penses, and the net earnings of each one of these 12 banks. 
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'From 19~ to 1926 

Gross earnings for Federal reserve system _________ _ 
Total expenses for Federal reserve system_ ___________ _ 

; Net earnin~s for Federal reserve system ______________ _ 
Gross earnmgs for Federal reserve, Atlanta _______ _ 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Atlanta_ __________ _ 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Atlanta ____________ _ 
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Boston ___________ _ 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Boston ____________ _ 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Boston __ .:. _________ _ 
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, New York-_______ _ 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, New York ________ _ 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, New York __________ _ 
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Philadelphia_ _____ _ 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Philadelphia ______ _ 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Philadelphia_ _______ _ 

$678,999,660 
257,144,956 
421,854,704 

31,712,460 
12,526,915 
19,185,545 
46,012,482 
17,291,663 
28,720,819 

203,663,709 
60,176,457 

143,487,252 
49,378,075 
18, 108,861 
81,269,214 

Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Cleveland---------
Total expenses for Federal reserve"- Cleveland _________ · 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, cleveland _________ .:_ . 

56,243,852 
22,787,558 
33,456,294 
32,966,111 Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Richm<Thd _______ _ 

Total expenses for Federal reserve, Richmond ________ _ 
Net earnin~s for Federal reserve, Richmond __________ _ 
Gross earmngs for Federal reserve, Chicago __________ _ 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Chicago ___________ _ 
Net earnin~s for Federal reserv11, Chicago _____________ _ 
Gross earnmgs for Federal reserve, St. Louis _________ _ 

13,250,004 
19,716,107 
!)8,084,253 
35,493,609 
62,590,644 
29,019,287 

Total expenses for Federal reserve, St. Louts___________ $13, 812, 611 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, St. Louis_____________ 15, 206, 670 
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Minneapolis_________ 23, 124, 687 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Minneapolis--------- 9, 688, 311 
Net earnin~s for Federal reserve, Minneapolis---------- 13, 436, 376 
Gross earnmgs for Federal reserve, Kansas City-------- 33, 683, 079 
Total expenses for Federal reserve~Kansas City_________ 16, 540, 468 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, ~ansas City---------- 17, 142, 611 · 
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, Dallas______________ 23, 906, 756 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, Dallas______________ 13, 647, 708 
Net earnings for Federal reserve, Dallas---------------- 10, 259, 048 
Gross earnings for Federal reserve, San Francisco______ 51, 191, Gl4 
Total expenses for Federal reserve, San Francisco______ 23, 806, 490 
Net eamings for Federal reserve, San Francisco________ 27, 385, 124 

In equity and good conscience the net earnings of these banks belong 
to the taxpayers of the United States, and if the Federal reserve system 
is ever abolished these net earnings, after paying what Is due to the 
stockholders, should go into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I want first to call your attention 
to the gross earnings of these Federal reserve banks for these 
12 years. They amounted to $678,999,660. Also to the gross 
expenses for the same period, which amount to $257,144,956; and 
to the net earnings for the period, which amount to $421,854,704. 

Statement sho·wing gross antl net eant.ings of an Federal reserve banks, and disposition made of all ~gs, 1911,-1929 

Disposition of net earnings 

Expenses, 
Years Gioss earn-

ings 
depreciation, Net earnings 
allowances, Dividends 

paid 
Transferred to 

surplus 

Franchise 
tax paid to 
U.S. Gov-

Profit(+) 
or loss(-) 

carried forward etc. 
ernment 

1914-15_____________________________________________ $2, 173,252 $2,314, 711 -$141,459 $217,4c63 
1, 742,774 
6, 801,726 
5, 54.0, 684c 
5, 011,832 
5, 654,018 
6, 119,673 
6, 307,035 
6, 552,717 
6, 682,496 
6, 915,958 
7, 329,169 
7, 754,539 
8,458,463 
9, 583,913 

-$358,922 
+11008,224 

-r500, 413 
1916----------------------------------------------------- 5, 217,998 2, 467,000 2, 750,998 -----ii334:234- -----si;i34;zw-

48, 334,341 ---------- - -----
1917--------------------------------------------------- 16, 128,339 6, 548, 732 9, 579,607 

. 1918_____________________________________________________ 67,584,417 14,868, 107 52,716,310 

. 1919----------------------------------------------------- 102,380,583 24,013, 079 78,357,504 
-1,158,715 

70, 651, 778 2, 703, 894 
1920____________________________________________________ 181,296,711 32,001,937 149,294,774 82, 916, 014 60, 724, 742 
1921______________________ ____________________________ 122,865,866 40,778,641 82,087, 225 15,993, 086 59, 974c, 466 
1922 ______________________________ :._ ___________ : ________ 50,498,699 34,000,963 16,497,736 -659, 904 10, 850, 605 
1923----------------------------------------------------- 50,708, 556 37,997, 280 12,711, 286 2, 54.5, 513 3, 613, 056 
1924..___________________________ ________________________ 38, 3{0, 449 34,622,269 3, 718, 180 -3,077,962 113,646 
1925______ _______________________________________________ 41,800,706 32, 351,64.0 9, 449,066 2, 4c73, 808 59, 300 
1926____________________________________________________ 47, 599,595 30,987,850 16,611,745 8, 4c64, 426 818, 150 
1927---------------------------------------------------- 43,024,484 29,976,235 13,048,249 5, 044, 119 249,591 
1928----------------------------------------------------- M, 052,860 31,930,839 32, 122,021 21,078,899 2, 584,659 
1929___________________________________________________ 70,955,495 34, 552, 755 36,402,741 22, 535, 597 4, 283, 231 

~---------I·-----------~----------~-----------I----------~------------1-----------
TotaL -------------------------------------------- 904,628, 021 389,412, 038 515, 215,983 90,672,400 'Z77. 433, 949 147, 109, 574 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will my colleague yield? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
l\1r .. WRIGHT. What items go to make up the total of the 

gross e:AJ)enses? What is included? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is one reason why I asked for 

time to make this address. I want Members of Co14,crress who 
seek information upon this question or who are interested in it 
to ask themselves that question, and answer how it is possible 
for these 12 banks for only 12 years--inasmuch as they do not 
pay any money or receive any checks over the counter, or other
wise carry on an ordinary banking business--could expend 
$257,144,956. 

The net earnings during this time were $421,854,704. 
I ask your careful attention and study of the figures showing 

the amount of gross earnings ~nd the gross expenses of the 12 
Federal reserve banks during this period. I also want to call 
your attention to the additional fact--and it is a fact--that for 
the year 1926 only $818,150 was paid as franchise tax by the 
12 Federal reserve banks. In the year 1927 all that the 12 
banks paid was $249,59). . . 

In the year 1928 all tbe banks together paid only $2,584,659. 
The total amount paid from 1914 to 1929 is $142,826,343. It is 

-now approximately around $146,000,000. 
But I want to call this to your especial attention: During 

the years 1927, 1928, and 1929 the New York Federal Reserve 
Bank; the Boston bank, the Philadelphia bank, the Cleveland 
bank, and the Salf · Francisco bank did not pay a dollar of 
franchise tax. During the years 1927 and 1928 the Chicago 
bank paid nothing. During the year 1927 the St. Louis bank, 
the Dallas bank, the Atlant~ bank, and the Richmond bank paid 
nothing. 

Mr. CRISP. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield there? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. CRISP. I confess that I am not well versed in the affairs 

of the Federal reserve system. Why did these banks not pay a 
franchise tax? 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. They are required to pay it out 
of their net earnings. . Later I shall give you an answer to this 
question made by Governor Young of the Federal Reserve 
Board. It was propounded to him by me when he was a wit
ness before the Committee on Banking and Currency when the 

committee was having hearings on branch, chain, and group 
banking. 

I quoted these figures to Governor Young, and then pro
pounded this question ; 

What I want to know is why these banks did not pay any franchise 
tax during those years? 

Governor Young's reply was as follows, and I think it is only 
fair to him to use his own language : 

Governor YOUNG. Solely because of the law. The law permits the 
accumulation of a surplus 100 per cent of the subscribed capital of a 
reserve bank. Generally speaking, the banks in those sections ·increased 
their capital, thereby increasing their stock subscription to the Federal 
reserve stock, thereby increasing the possibility of increasing their 
surplus account. 

In the other sections where a franchise tax was paid the profits in 
previous years were large enough so that they accumulated their 
surplus account up to 100 per cent of their subscribed capital, with the 
result that the ba1ance went to the Government. 

Mr. BRAND. Is it not strange to youi even in the face of your state
ment, that during all of the hard and lean years of the country from 
1920 on down to 1927, these banks paid millions and millions of dollars 
of. franchise tax into the Treasury and yet these large banks to which 
I referred during the years 1927, 1928, and 1929, did not pay a cent? 

Governor YOUNG. Not strange, under the law. 

l\Ir. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. DUNBAR. Did Governor Young give any indication of 

the amount of money that was pledged to capitalization which 
otherwise might have gone into franchise tax? 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. No; he did not. 
Mr. DUNBAR. That would be an important thing to know. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I have part of the figures here, but 

I do not think that that information answers your inquiry or 
that of the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. CRISP]. 

Mr. DUNBAR. It would be interesting for us to know it. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Then I asked Governor Young this 

question: 
By manipulation of figures and other ways of getting around it, 

would it not be possible · that these banks could reach the point where 
they would not pay any franchise tax? 
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Governor YOUNG. Your inquiry is that they can juggle the figures 

1n such a way that they do not have to pay a franchise tax? 
Mr. BRAND. Can tlley do that or something else in such a way as to 

avoid paying a franchise tax? 
Governor YOUNG. My answer is no. 
Mr. BRAND. Why do they increase the stock-to keep from paying a 

franchise tax or for what reason? 
Governor YOUNG. When a member bank that bas a capital stock of 

$50,000 and increases that capital stock to $100,000, that requires it to 
subscribe for that much more stock in the Federal reserve bank. 

Then the question arises, as suggested by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. CRISP], and which I am suggesting during this 
debate, why do these State member banks and national banks 
of the Federal reserve system increase their capital stock when 
they do not have to pay in but half of it, and the dividend 
they get on that is only 3 per cent? I do not think that the 
last question I propounded to Governor Young was an improper 
or an intemperate inquiry, when his answer to the former ones 
was in effect that the failure to pay any franchise tax for the 
years named by me was and is due to an increase of the capital 
stock by member banks of the reserve system. If Governor 
Young's opinion is accurate and sound and if the member banks 
continue to increase their capital stock purchases, it may be 
possible to arrive at the point in the near future when the 
Treasury of the United States will not be paid $1 of franchise 
tax from any of these Federal reserve banks. That is to say, 
if they continue to increase the capital stock. I do not charge 
it, but I am not so sure but that it was the deliberate purpose 
on the part of some persons connected with the member banks 
or the national banks or the Federal reserve banks to adopt 
this policy of buying new stock and increasing their capital 
with the result that there would be no franchise tax paid into 
the Treasury of the United States. I do not say that there is 
anything criminal in what they have done, or anything illegal, 
because purchases of this increased capital in the Federal 
reserve banks are within the limitations of the law. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
1\Ir. BRAND of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. WRIGHT. It is fair to assume that they do that because 

it is more profitable to them than to pay a franchise tax, is 
it not? · 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. It is fair to assume, in my judg
ment, that they are more interested in making money and build
ing up a great volume of net earnings and fortunes for them
selves, rather than for the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Well, it is more profitable for them. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; I think so. As every banker 

knows, the 12 Federal reserve banks do not pay to member 
banks nn:r interest, and have never paid any interest, on this re
serve account. They get the use of this money without any cost 
whatever. Member banks of the system are required to keep a 
reserve there under section 39 of the Federal reserve act, which 
reads as follows : 

Every bank, banking association, or. trust company which is, or which 
becomes, a member of any Federal reserve bank shall establish and 
maintain reserve balances with its Federal reserve bank as follows: 

(a) If not in a reserve or central reserve city, as now or hereinafter 
defined, it shall bold and maintain with the Federal reserve bank of its 
district an actual net balance equal to not less than 7 per cent of the 
aggregate amount of its demand deposits and 3 per cent of its time 
deposits. 

(b) If in a reserve city, as now or hereafter defined, it shall bold 
and maintain with the Federal reserve bank of its district an actual net 
balance equal to not less than 10 per cent of the aggregate amount of 
its demand deposits and 3 per ~ent of its time deposits. 

In other words, if a member bank not in a reserve or central 
reserve city has demand deposits of $250,000, it has to place 
with the Federal reserve bank 7 per cent of that. If the bank 
has time deposits amounting to $100,000, it has to pay 3 per 
cent of that, and the member bank never gets a cent of this 
reserve fund by way of interest or otherwise. 

In addition to this a State bank, member of the Federal 
reserve system, has lost its right, lawfully exercised prior to 
the time the bank became a member of the system, to make any 
charge for clearing other people's checks. Prior .to becoming a 
member of this system the country bank, in collecting and paying 
other people's checks, had the right to and did make a reason
able charge for this service, so the member bank not only loses 
the use of this reserve fund but they have lost a substantial 
source of income, because they are not permitted to make any 
exchange charge on payment and collection of checks. 

Is it possible that Congress will complacently and passively 
look favorably upon a situation like this and do nothing which 
will be more beneficial to the member banks? The Government 
organized these banks, and when the Federal reserve act was 

passed it was in the mind of Congress that they were to annu
ally pay a franchise tax out of their net earnings. They make 
large annual net earnings, notwithstanding · their expense 
account is very large. They pay the member banks nothing, 
and· the time may arrive when none of the 12 Federal reserve 
banks will pay the Government anything. 

I respectfully insist in this connection that it is a natural 
question to consider whether this is right and fair to the Treas
ury of the United States. 

If the increase of the capital stock of national banks and 
State member banks is the reason why no franchise-tax pay
ments were made by these banks during the years I have 
referred to, the question naturally arises, Why did these banks 
increase their capital stock? 

Why did these banks increase the capital stock for the years 
1926, 1927, 1928, and 1929? What is the real reason why these 
national banks and State member banks during the years in
creased their capital stock when they were only getting 3 per 
cent on their paid-in capital stock, based upon the rate of 6 
per cent on capital stock subscribed? 

If this is the only reason why no franchise tax was paid by 
these banks into the Treasury of the United States during the 
years 1926, 1927, 1928, and 1929, is it not highly advisable for 
Congress to take into consideration the propriety of disallow
ing member banks, State and national, to make any more 
subsclj.ptions to the capital stock of the Federal reserve 
system? 

What is to hinder all the national and State member banks 
of the entire 12 banks of the Federal reserve system from in
creasing their capital stock and thus depriving entirely the 
Treasury of the United States from getting any franchise tax? 

Which is preferable and the wisest course to pursue and 
adopt : To refuse to allow the member banks of the Federal 
reserve system to make any additional subscription of capital 
stock of these banks and the Treasury therefore receive a sub
stantial payment of the franchise tax per annum, or permit 
them to continue to §Ubscribe until the point is reached when 
none of the 12 Federal reserve banks pays anything as a fran
chise tax? In other words, these 12 Federal reserve banks, by 
such an increase in the capital stock, on the part of national 
banks and State member banks, could wipe out entirely or 
absorb all the franchise tax. 
, If this situation arises and the law remains as it is, the 

Treasury of the United States would be benefited in no way by 
the Federal reserve system. The member banks, unless the law 
is changed, would be getting no interest or earnings on account 
of their membership in the Federal reserve system, besides los
ing the exchange on checks, which would leave the 12 Federal 
reserve banks in the attitude of absorbing all the profits of the 
system. 

Taking all these things into consideration, and particularly 
the enormous expense of the 12 Federal reserve banks, makes 
the same, in my judgment, the most expensive and the most 
powerful institution in the history of the world. 

To this situation I invite the thought and serious considera
tion of the American Congress, with the hope that the existing 
evil, if any, of the present banking system of the United States 
may be remedied. 

I particularly insist that the bill which I have introduced, 
and to which I have already called your attention, should be 
given prompt and favorable consideration and that this bill 
should be favorably reported by our committee unless and until · 
some other bill may be considered and favorably acted upon by 
t!le committee which will afford to member banks some actual 
monetary benefit, to which, in my judgment, they are entitled 
and are not receiving. [Applause.] 

l\1r. CRISP. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. I yield. 
Mr. CRISP. Aside from the fact that a country bank can 

rediscount its papers with a Federal reserve bank, if they are 
a member of the banking system, what benefit does the country 
bank get from joining the Federal reserve system? 

l\1r. BRAND of Georgia. I am glad the gentleman asked that 
question. I propounded the same question to Governor Young. 
In my judgment, such a bank to which my friend refers does not 
get any benefit except the psychological effect it" may have upon 
people who patronize the bank, as customers, and particularly 
depositors, and to some extent, the stockholders. Provided, of 
course, such a bank to which the gentleman refers does not want 
to borrow any money from them and has no occasion to discount 
any eligible paper with them, it would not get any benefit. 

Now, before I go any further, I want to answer the inquiry 
of my friend from Indiana [Mr. DuNBAR], who is a member of 
the Banking and Currency Committee. He is one of the best 
members of that committee, and there sits another one at his 
right, my friend Judge LETTS, who is a very valuable member. 
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When these two gentlemen became members it increased the 
average of the Banking and Currency Committee. [Applause.] 

I have here a statement showing the increase in the capital 
stock of the national and State banks for the years 1926, 1927, 
1928, and 1929. In 1926 the increase in the capital stock was 
$83,357,000, and the Federal reserve bank paid only $818,150, 
All of the banks only paid that much that year. In 1927 the in
crease was $136,920,000, and they paid $249,591. In 1928 the 
increase was $171,749,500, and they only paid $2,584,659. ·In 
1929 the increase was $320,455,125, and these banks paid $4,283,-
231. The total of the increase in the capital stock of the State 
member banks and the national banks was $711,653,625, and 
they only paid a franchise tax of $7,935,631 for those four years. 

I have another statement showing the increase of capital stOck 
of the national banks, and the increase of stock of the State mem
ber banks of the Federal reserve system. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent that I may be permitted to insert this state
ment as a part of my address. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. · 

Number of national banks increasing capital stock during years 1926, 
19~, 1.928, an4 19Z9 

Amount 

1926_____________________________________________________ $49,440, ()()() 
1927-------------------------------------------------------- 86, 184,000 
1928_ ------------------------------------------------------- 131, 552, 500 1929 _____________________ --------------------------------- 181, 730, 125 

TotaL---------------------------------------------- 448, 906,625 

Number 
of banks 

210 
238 
268 
335 

1,051 

N11mber of State bank&, members of the Federa' ruerve system, increas
ing capita' stock during 1926, 1m, 1.9t8, and 1929 

Amount 

gentleman had stated from its impression· upon me. I thought 
the gentleman said he wanted· the taxes paid. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes ; I do. ' 
Mr. BRIGGS. If the tax is paid, it goes into the Treasw-y 

of the United States. 
Mr. BRAND of· Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. BRIGGS. And any disposition of that fund would have 

to be made by the Congress. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is already provided for in · 

another section of the act. 
Mr. BRIGGS. That has to be made by the Congress. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Of course. That was provided 

for when the act was passed; but if no franchise tax is paid, 
that requirement of the law becomes a dead letter. 

Mr. BRIGGS. That is the very point I am asking about. The 
gentleman wants the tax paid and the distribution of it made 
as the Congress has provided. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; but how can you dishibute 
the franchise tax when there is none to distribute? 

Mr. BRIGGS. If you get it paid in, as the gentleman has 
suggested, then there would be something to distribute. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Exactly; and that is what I am 
after-to get the franchise tax paid by the 12 Federal reserve 
banks into the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. BRIGGS. That is exactly what I understood the gen
tleman to be contending for. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is my position. 
Mr. GREEN. Will the gentleman yield? 

0 Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. GREEN. This may be a little apart from the subject the 

gentleman has been discussing, and yet it pertains to the same 
subject matter. I am wondering what the gentleman's opinion 
is, if the gentleman is willing to express it, as to the po sibility 
or the probability with respect to State banks of the States 
passing a guaranty law which would be workable and safe. 
Has the gentleman given any thought to that question? 

1926_____________________________________________________ $33,917, ()()() 

Number 
of bank! Mr. BRAND of Georgia. A guaranty of deposits? 

56 Mr. GREEN. Yes. 
1927------------------------------------------------------ 49,908, ()()() 
1928____________________________________________________ 40, 197, ()()() 
1929----------------------------------------------------- 138,725, ()()() 

63 Mr. BRAND of Georgia . I have given about six years of 
~ thought to that question, and I will be pleased to answer the 

question of the gentleman. 
Total __ --------------------------------------------- 262, 747,000 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. It will be a serious question when 
and if the 12 Federal reserve banks of this country, by the 
increase of the capital stock of the member banks or otherwise 
cease to pay to the United States a franchise tax as required 
by the law which created them. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. DUNBAR. In regard to their not paying anything into 

the general Treasury, last year they did pay $2,900,000, or 
thereabouts, but in former years they paid as much as 
$60,000,000 a year. I presume this was before they resorted to 
the practice to which the gentleman has just referred and to 
which he objects. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. That is correct. I have been mak
ing efforts to obtain the amount of the increased capital stock 
of State and national banks for the years preceding 1926, 1927, 
1928, 1929, from the year 1914, and also the amount of franchise 
tax paid from 1914 to 1926, but have up to the present time 
failed to obtain the amount of tax paid for these years. 

1\Ir. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Does the gentleman propose to stop these 

increased subscriptions for Federal reserve stock and make it 
mandatory that these earnings shall be distributed every year 
and the .franchise tax paid as w.as the custom some time ago, 
and to which the gentleman has already referred? 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Well, I am in favor of this law 
being carried out strictly and being construed strictly in refer
ence to the Federal reserve banks, in order that the taxpayers 
of the United States may get the benefit of the franchise tax 
as provided by the law. 

Mr. BRIGGS. In other words, as I understand it, the gen
tleman thinks the tax ought to be paid in any event, and 
whatever appropriation may be necessary ought to be made out 
of the Federal Treasury? 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. No; I do not think any such thing 
and I have onot said anything to indicate that, with all respect 
to my friend from Texas. I have made no reference to any 
appropriation being made for any purpose. The gentleman 
misunderstood me. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I did not mean to misconstrue what the 
gentleman has said. I was just trying to i!lterpret what the 

Mr. GREEN. I am asking purely for information. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. There are bills lying in the Banking 

and Currency Committee, introduced by two or three members of 
the committee, providing for some safety to depositors of insol
vent banks, one of which I introduced six years ago, providing 
that there should be established what is known in my bill as a 
guaranty deposit fund, and also providing when a bank becomes 0 

insolvent that the depositors-no other creditors of a failed 
bank-but that the depositors should fi,rst be paid out of this 
guaranty fund. The bill further provides this franchise tax 
which we have been discussing and which now amounts to ap
proximately $146,000,000 should constitute this guaranty deposit 
fund. 

1\!r. GREEN. And in that case, if that plan is found work-
able, the States could enact similar laws. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. TARVER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. BRAND of-Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. TARVER. The gentleman, as I understand it, has intro

duced a bill dealing with this subject matter which is now 
pending before the comm.ittee of which he is a member. 

Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes. 
Mr. TARVER. Would the gentleman give us a more ex

tended discussion of the provisions of his bill and inform 
us whether or not he thinks favorable action is likely to be 
taken by the committee? 

1\Ir. BRAND o! Georgia. I will be pleased to answer that 
question so far as I can. Governor Young was on the stand 
before our committee for about four weeks, and Mr. Pole, the 
Comptroller of the Currency, for about five weeks, and they 
both expressed the thought that there ought to be some addi
tional help or benefit provided by the Congress to the member 
banks of the Federal reserve system. They both thougllt it 
advisable that something more should be done for the member 
ba.nkB of the Federal reserve system than is being done now. 

However, neither one of them was then ready to propose any 
legislation as to how this benefit should be made effective, but 
they agreed to take this pha..,e of the banking situation under 
consideration and submit later on their recommendations to our 
committee. , 

In the meantime, it occurred to me that a very easy way to , 
solve one of the evils for the present, at least, was to amend sec
tion 7 of the Federal reserve act, providing that out of the net 
earnings which remained to be paid to the United States as a 
franchise tax ~ provided by section 7 and before it is paid, to 
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pay annually to the member banks of the system an amount 
equivalent of 2 per cent of their paid-in capital stock. 

In other words, the effect of my bill would be instead of the 
member banks getting 6 per cent ,per annum on their capital 
stock when it is all paid in, they would get 8 per cent per 
annum; an increase of 2 per cent on their paid-in capital stock. 

I asked two high-class expert bankers from California who 
appeared before our committee as witnesses recently what they 
thought about my bi1L I refer to A. P. Giannini and J. A. 
Bacigalupi. They replied in substance that it was a good bill 
an<l ought to pass. Their banking institution is one of the 
greatest and most successful in this country. I am referring to 
this Italian bank in California. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It is an American bank. 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. Yes; it is an American bank run by 

very high-class men personally and officially, though they are 
Italian, as I am informed. They are making money, and they 
both believe that you ought to have State-wide branch banking, 
United States branch banking, and world-wide branch bank]ng. 

l\lr. LAGUARDIA. Does the gentleman believe in that? 
Mr. BRAND of Georgia. No. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Neither do I. 
1\lr. BRAND of Georgia. Further answering the gentleman 

from Georgia [Mr. TARYER], since my bill was int{oduced I have 
gotten dozens of letters from people who approve of it. Many 
Members of Congress have expressed to me their hearty ap
proval of such a bill. I have no doubt but that this bill or a 
similar one in character will receive at the hands of our com
mittee favorable consideration, though I have no desire or right 
to speak for any of them. 

I do not think the 12 Federal reserve banks or any of them
and I do not care where they are located, whether in Georgia or 
New York, should adopt a policy or continue in force a policy, 
though within the limitations of the Jaw, which will permit them 
to evade the payment of the franchise tax into the Treasury of 
the United States in accordance with the spirit and letter of the 
law of the land. [App1ause.] · 

Mr. Chairman, I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, I yield myself 40 minutes. 
I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend my remarks 

and to insert therein certain tables with reference to the London 
naval agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. TABER. Mr. Chairman, for the last seven y~ars it has 

ban my privilege to serve upon the Naval Appropriations Com
mittee under the chairmanship of the gentleman from Idaho 
[Mr. FRENCH]. During that time I have watched him growing 
steadily in the esteem and confidence of the Members of the 
House, as he deserves, in view of the great time and sincere 
devotion that he has put into his work. 

In view of the confused attitude of some of the Members of 
the House and of the press with refere:Qce to the London naval 
treaty, which is now before the Senate for ratification, I feel it 
incumbent upon me as one who has given a great deal of time 
and attention in the last seven years to the Navy and naval 
affairs to express my views upon it. 

America was represented at that conference by the ablest 
group of men the President could gather together. With a dele
gation headed by the Secretary of State, Mr. Stimson, and sup
ported by such men as Secretary of the Navy Adams, Ambassa
dor Dawes, Ambassador Morrow, Ambassador Gibson, Senator 
REED, Senator RoBINSON of Arkansas, and supported and ad
vised by such men as Admiral Pratt, who is to be the next 
Chief of the Bureau of Operations, and who is generally re
garded as the leading authority amongst men in active service 
in the Navy, and Admiral Yarnell, Chief of the Bureau of En
gineering, and Admiral Moffett, Chief of the Bureau of Aero
nautics, are we going to believe for a moment that America 
deliberately entered into a treaty in which her rights were not 
entirely protected? It has been said that the carrying out of 
this treaty requires the United States to enter into an expendi
ture of a billion dollars for ships and aircTaft between now and 
1936. The actual facts are that the only limit as to the con
struction of any type of craft which was extended beyond pres
ent limits fixed by the Washington treaty and by construction 
limits authorized by Congress was the light-cruiser type of craft. 
The light-cruiser type of craft was increased a total of 23,000 
tons. The battleship type was reduced by 69,000 tons. 

It is true that we will have to do a very considerable amount 
of building to bring our aircraft tonnage up to that of Great 
Britain and up to the limit allowed us under the Washington 
treaty; but that is not a new situ~tion created by the treaty; 
it is one which already existed. 

It is true also that we will have to build a certain amount of 
destroyer tonnage due to the prospective wearing out of some of 
our destroyers, and that is not a new situation but one which 
would have come in any event. 

With reference to battleships, it is a fair thing to say that 
the construction of no new ones prior to 1936 is assured. Be
cause of the tremendous cost-! believe $40,000,000 apiece is 
a minimum estimate-the nations of the world are unwilling to 
embark into construction of such ships unless it is absolutely 
necessary. By that time naval experts will have reached the 
stage where they are more unanimously of the opinion, one way 
or the other, as to whether or not any more should be built. In 
the meantime the question of whether airplanes will fulfill 
their purpose will be pretty well worked out as a result of air
plane development and the maneuvers of the fleet. Unques
tionably the number of battleships, in my opinion, as a result 
of this treaty has been permanently reduced to 15. Whether it 
can go lower or not depends on future conferences. 

AIRC'RAFT CARRllilRS 

One conspicuous advantage of the treaty is that as much as 
25 per cent of the total tonnage in cruisers can be built with 
landing and taking-off decks, provided the ship does not come 
within the definition of what is exclusively an aircraft carrier. 
This will undoubtedly enable us to meet our situation satis
factorily from the standpoint of national defense. I believe a 
cruiser capable of carrying 25 or 30 planes and capable of 
making, as is hoped, nearly 40 knots, with 6-inch guns, will be a 
most important and most effective part of our fleet-certainly 
our naval experts must have thought so ·when they consented to 
this portion of the treaty. 

Our cruiser tonnage should be built-that is, the 73,500 tons 
of it which is not now authorized-in such a manner that we can 
best take care of our needs and the needs of our country from 
the standpoint of national defense. It should not be built 
hurriedly nor without sufficient time for development of the 
best possible types of cruisers. 

Parity in tonnage alone is not my idea of a navy. 
The best possible design available . is the thing to aim at; and, 

if that is done in a conservative and careful manner, I do not 
believe an enormous program will be necessary. We should 
not build to exceed four or five before 1936. 

With reference to the construction of new aircraft carriers, 
Great Britain at the present time has 115,000 tons built and 
building. I doubt if some of their aircraft carriers are as good 
as ours. They are all old reconstructed ships which date back 
at least as far as 1918, and some of them as far back as 1913. 
If we have a tonnage to match hers we undoubtedly will be 
going as far as good judgment would dictate. If the other 
powers do not see fit to build up to their tonnage limits, there is 
no reason why we should. 

The light-cruiser type of craft was increased a total of 23,000 
tons. The battleship type was reduced 69,000 tons, and instead 
of coming to a parity in battleships with Great Britain in 1936 
or 1937, or possibly 1940, within 18 months after the coming 
into effect of this treaty and its ratification, the United States 
will be on a parity in tonnage with Great Britain. Not only 
that, but I believe she will be on a parity in actual ships in 
service. 

Our cruiser tonnage should be built in order. We are going 
to have an opportunity to build 73,500 tons of the 6-inch gun 
light cruisers under the provisions of this treaty, provided we 
use up all of our allotted 180,000 tons of 8-inch gun cruisers. 
Then we will have 143,500 tons, which we can have of the 
6-inch gun cruisers. We already have 70,500 tons, and this will 
let us build 73,000 tons more. This 73,000 is a new item, and as 
against the 73,000 tons we have to leave out 50,000 tons of 8-inch 
gun cruisers, which already are now authorized by Congress, 
which will not be built. That is the third bloc of five 10,000-
ton cruisers. So that the net increase in light cruisers above 
what is now authorized is just 23,000 tons. We should build 
these light cruisers in order. We should build one, and ·perhaps 
two, with all of the latest developments, 'with a deck on 
which planes may land and from which planes may take off, 
with all of the latest antiaircraft development, all of the latest 
gunfire development, and we should see how they work out 
with the fleet before we go along too fast. My idea of a navy 
is a navy for national defense and not a navy for tonnage. I 
do not believe that we should rush helter-skelter into a scheme 
to build a great lot of tonnage. I believe we should plan our 
construction so that we can take advantage of the most recent 
and best development, and we should build ships which would 
be the superior of anything else afloat in their line when we 
build them. We might better be two or three years longer 
buil.ding those light cruisers, we might better be five years 
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longer building them than to build ships that we will not want. 
We have got to feel our way, because we are going to embark 
in t ! new line of enterprise. - -

DESTROYERS 

We undoubtedly will need to keep the standard of our de
stroyers up to date and to build a few destroyers and destroyer 
leaders between now and 1936; . not a large number but a few 
of the experimental type. A great many of our destroyers have 
never been used enough to wear them out and are in condition 
to last for 10 years and probably if we should build 30,000 tons 
in the five years between now and 1036 we would have gone 
as far as the other nations will go in the line of replacement 
and would still have at that date 150,000 tons of good, service
able ships. 

SUBMARINES 

We undoubtedly will not -need to build anything like 42,000 
tons of submarines by 1936. We should undoubtedly continue 
our program and try to develop the very oest possible type of 
submarine. Our submarines now are in good shape and we 
have as good submarines, we are told, as any of the other 
powers. Of submarines coming into commission since 1920 we 
have at least 30,000 tons and we now have building 5,000 tons. 

The b·eaty altogether is going to place a definite limit against 
which we and other countries can construct. It is going to 
require us to scrap no ships which would not be scrapped in any 
event because of age and will save us hundreds of millions of 
dollars in maintenance and operations and tremendous amounts 
in new construction without in any _ way impairing our national 
defense. 

It will require Britain either to cut out all 8-inch-gun ships 
on her building program or to scrap approximately 60,000 tons 
of large new ships. It will also require her to reduce her ton.:. 
nage in the smaller ships by about the amount of ships that 
will be obsolete by age by 1936. 

All in all, the b·eaty is one which should command and should 
have the support of every American. _ 

It adequately takes care of our national defense and at the 
same time results in tremendous financial saving, besides being 
a great step forward in the limitation of armaments and toward 
the peace of the world. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. DUNBAR. The gentleman said that we should keep our 

destroyers up to date. Our present tonnage of destroyers is 
290,000. The tonnage permissible under the London Conference 
is 150,000, or a deduction of 140,000 tons. I am wondering if 
Great Britain and Japan propose to reduce their destroyers in 
the same proportion. 

Mr. TABER. The total of tonnage which the United States 
has now of destroyers is deceiving. At the present time we 
have approximately 284,000 tons of destroyers. Of those 61, or 
approximately 75,000 tons, and that is a rough figure, are 
completely obsolete and on the disposal list, due to the giving 
out of machinery. Almost all of our ships go back to 1920. 
We have four or five which we have built since. However, 150 
of these ships have not been in commission more than a year or 
two, and they have not worn out as ships would which were 
in constant service~ so that instead of having a 16-year life 
from the date they were completed, those ships would last from 
5 to 6 to 7 years beyond the expectation. · The reason I said 
that we should build a destroyer or two, here and there, 
or a destroyer leader, is that we have no destroyer leaders. 
That is a shlp of something like 2,000 tons. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Mr. Speaker, ·will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. If I understand it correctly, the mem

bers of the Appropriations Committee have tried to hold down 
the total amount of appropriations in view of this treaty in 
London? 

Mr. TABER. We have not made any specific reductions 
except one, from the estimates that were submitted to us, 
because of the treaty. · 

Mr. ABERNETHY. What is the total of this bill? 
Mr. TABER. Approximately $377,000,000, a reduction from 

the Budget, where we found we could save without hurting the 
service, of approximately $1,300,000, and a reduction of $400,-
000, which was made because of an item which was submitted 
for the laying down of the third bloc of five 10,000-ton 8-inch 
gun cruisers. Those five cruisers we are not permitted to build 
under the treaty which has been submitted to the Senate. Our 
committee thought it would be good faith for us to strike that 
item from the bill. Otherwise we have left the bill in such 
shape that everything else will go along in just the same shape 
that it is now, and we have set forth in our report a request 
to the administration, in the event of the ratification of the 
treaty and an ability, before the fiscal year 1931 is complete, 

to save any money by reason of personnel or by reason of 
expenditures for the upkeep of ships, that should be saved 
for the Treasury and not spent in other places, unless there 
is an emergency which appeals to the President: 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I understand there is a good deal of 
agitation in the newspapers and controversy among Members of 
Congress, between those favoring a big Navy and those in favor 
of cutting the Navy. I have always been in favor of an nde
quate Navy. But it strikes me-and does it not strike you?
that more than $377,000,000 on a peace basis, with all this ·un
employment throughout the country, is a heavy appropriation 
to be carried in this bilJ? 

1\Ir. TABER. We have cut down every item that we thought 
could be cut down in good faith to the counb·y, having in mind 
an adequate defense. 

Mr. ABERJ\TETHY. Under this bill how much do you save 
below what was in the bill heretofore? 

.Mr. TABER. It will run from $12,000,000 to $13,000,000 
above that of last year. 

:Mr. ·ABERNETHY. Why do we appropriate more money? 
l\fr. TABER. Because of the increased demands upon us for 

construction of the 10,000-ton 8-inch gun cruisers that Congress 
authorized two years ago. Those cruisers have been authorized. 
Five of them have already been laid down, two of them will be 
laid down as soon ·as the discussion for the ratification of this 
treaty is over, and the country has demanded that we go ahead 
and appropriate money for the construction of those cruisers. 
That is the only reason. Ten of them are finally to be built. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. I thought the gentleman was going to 
explain to th~ House what saving, if any, we would make by 
carrying out the naval treaty. 

Mr. TABER. I have not covered that. It would be more or 
less a duplication of . what the gentleman from Idaho [Mr.
F&E cH] covered on Friday. But if the treaty goes into effect 
it would wipe out practically, six months hence, when it 
became effective, three battleships. They are each manned by 
more than a thousand men and more than 70 officers each. 
Right there will be a saving annually in the personnel and 
upkeep of each of these ships, in my opinion, of $2,500,000. 
Seven million five hundred thousand dollars a year for five 
years, or $37,500,000 that we are going to save. That is just' 
one item. 

Outside of that we avoid having laid down for new construc
tion battleships to take their place,· perhaps two, perhaps three, 
but, anyway, costing $80,000,000, in my opinion. I know the 
Navy Department estimates them at $35,000,000 apiece. 

On top of that we cut out the appropriation for four or -five 
additional battleships between now and 1936 which would have 
to have been started in order to maintain parity with the other 
countries. That would run somewhere around $200,000,000 
more. There is one block of: saving, running close to $317,500,000.-

0n top of that, instead of having a competitive race all the 
way down the line with the other powers in the construction of 
cruisers, there is a limit beyond which we may not build and 
beyond which other nations may not build. 

~r. ABERNETHY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Certainly. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. I notice in the Hearst newspapers that 

some naval officer-it struck me with peculiar .force-is criti~ 
cUting the naval conference through these papers on the front 
page and is setting forth the idea that as compared with Japan 
we have the worst of it and are going to destroy more ships in 
comparison with Japan than we should. Can the gentleman 
clear that up? I was wondering why the naval officer was 
doing this. 

Mr. TABER. The United States scrapped three ships, all old 
ships. Great Britain scrapped five big battleships. · Japan 
scrapJ>ed one. That undoubtedly was a concession- to Japan. 
But, nevertheless, after we are through with it our battleships 
will rate at least 10 to 7, or practically 3 to 2, as compared with 
Japan. 

Now, there is no question but that in order to work out an 
agreement a concession was made to Japan beyond the total 
percentage of tonnage .which was allowed at first under the 
Washington treaty. But our old ships and Britain's old ships 
were not as good as the one which Japan is letting out. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Mr. Chairman, will the gen
tleman yield there? 

Mr. TABER. Yes . . 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I want to ask the gentleman 

if any of these battleships would ever be able to cross the ocean 
and engage in a naval battle? 

Mr. TABER. · I think it is very doubtful that we would ever 
be called upon to do it. I think they are more valuable for 
defense than fO! offense. 
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Mr. McCLINTIC of 

them at home? 
Oklahoma. More valuabie if we . kept I 1\Ir. DUNBAR. That is the point I wanted to obtain informa

tion upon. I have been informed that if the London Naval Con
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
1\Ir. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. There is one other ques

tion I would like to ask the gentleman, and that is this: Did 
your committee ever take into consideration the appropriating 
of money for the 10-inch guns for the 10,000-ton cruisers, and 
that another country bas a 10,000-ton cruiser that will shoot 
3 miles farther than the new ships that we construct? In the 
event we constructed these new ships we would be outranged, 
and a few of such ships of other nations could destroy all ours. 

Mr. TABER. I question whether any other country having a 
10,000-ton ship could shoot 3 miles farther than ours. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I refer especially to Ger
many, with her new type of cruiser and new gun. 

Mr. TABER. It is equipped with a lot of things different 
from ours. Our naval experts do not agree that their construc
tion is of a superior type. I am frank to say, in view of the 
absence of the completion of that ship and its demonstration, I 
am not in a position to pass very .effectively upon the efficiency 
of that ship. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I raised the question because 
I wondered if there was any infol'mation that could be given at 
the present time in comparing the two types of ships? 

Mr. TABER. Not satisfactorily. It is equipped with Diesel 
engines and some of our experts say that they can not build 
any ship with those engines which will stand up for a long 
p riod of cruising. As to whether or not that is true I am not 
enough of an expert to say. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. As I understand the gentleman, then, to 

satisfy Japan we had to give Japan something to which under 
the ordinary Tules she would not have been entitled. Is that 
true? 

Mr. TABER. No. We and other countries were proposing a 
reduction. A reduction was accomplished, and in order to get 
an agreement it is evident that there was some slight conces
sion as to percentage given to Japan. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. Does the gentleman understand that we 
are going to have some further negotiations with Italy and 
France? 
· Mr. TABER. I would question if there would be any im
mediate negotiations. 

Mr. ABERNETHY. If we get into negotiations with Italy 
and France, we will have to give them even greater concessions 
than we gave Japan, in their present frame of mind. Is that 
not true? 

1\fr. TABER. At-the present time France bas three 10,000-
ton 8-inch-gun cruisers built and three building; one appropri
ated for and not constructed. Italy has two built and four 
building. At the present time whether they have one or two 
mQI'e is not a very serious matter, as far as we are concerned. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentlem·an yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Is it not true that in the wake of every 

naval conference there is a great deal of misinformation sent 
throughout the country to create a panicky state of mind as if 
we were getting the worst of it, and is it not also true that the 
result of an investigation has shown that some of these naval 
experts who were then talking were in the pay of shipyards? 

Mr. TABER. I am not informed about that. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. LAGUARDIA] does not mean naval officers? 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Oh, no. 
Mr. TABER. I think it is true, as far as naval experts go. 

That is true. 
Mr . . ABERNETHY. Will the gentleman yield-. again? 
1\Ir. TABER. I yield. _ 
Mr. ft.BERNETHY. Did the United States get the worst of 

the bargain in the conference which was held in Washington, 
led by Mr. Hughes? 

Mr. TABER. We did not. 
Mr. ABERNETHY. I had always understood we did. 
Mr. TABER. That came from people who had not balanced 

up all the factors. 
1\Ir. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 

ference treaty is made effective, our savings would be approxi
mately $1,000,000,000 in six years. 

Mr. TABER. Several factors have to be C'Jnsidered. Many 
of them are problematical. That is, they are things which may 
or may not have come about. For instance, if we did not have 
the treaty, we might build immediately, in a couple of years, 
the last block of 10,000-ton, 8-inch-gun cruisers. 

Their construction might have been slow. In addition to 
those, if the countries across the water, and I mean on both 
sides of us, had gone on with large consh·uction programs, it is 
possible that we might have felt it was necessary for us to go on 
with much larger programs than we now have authorized. It is 
possible for us to imagine that the construction of the ships that 
II).ight be built without this treaty would go to almost any figure. 
No one is smart enough to tell just how much money we can 
save. There are some things that can be saved and might be 
saved, and almost any figure can be imagined when such things 
as that are- talked of. 

Mr. DUNBAR. A short time ago a question was raised as to 
why we were going to appropriate so much money for the build
ing of additional cruisers in view of the fact that the expectancy 
was that we would reduce the number of cruisers. I take it 
that the reason is we are following our program which was in
stituted several years ago of getting on a parity with England, 
and in accord with that idea, we are continuing to appropriate 
money for the building of cruisers, except that in order to show 
our good faith to the London conference, we are eliminating 
$400,000 from the appropriation cost of laying down of new 
cn1isers this year. We have done that in good faith? 

Mr. TABER. That is the situation. Also I may say our 
committee did not feel that it would be right or fair to the Con
gress to come here with a bill based entirely upon a treaty 
which had not yet been ratified, and take into consideration 
savings which the President might be able to make after the 
ratification of the treaty, but which he might not be able to 
make. 

For instance, of those three battleships none of then are re
quired under the treaty to be scrapped until 12 months after 
the ratification of the treaty. Now, I do not believe the Presi
dent will be 12 months in doing it, but inasmuch as the Presi
dent has that length of time in which to scrap them, it would 
not be up to us, without having proper estimates and without 
being able to handle the situation just as we ought to, to make 
cuts until the treaty was ratified and we could make definite 
plans as to the date of taking them out. 

l\1r. DUNBAR. I notice that under the present tonnage and 
the one proposed by the London conference, our. total tonnage 
will be reduced from 1,286,436 tons to 1,114,700 tons. That is 
an approximate reduction of 10 per cent, and in the years to 
come, if this treaty is made effective, the amount of saving in 
the operation of our Navy will be quite a considerable amount 
of money, and, in addition to that, if an agreement can be fur
ther made, we may possibly be able to reduce it more ; on the 
other hand, if Italy would begin to build ships so as to be on a 
parity with France, then France would begin to build ships so 
as to be on a parity with Englapd; then that might force us to 
build additional ships to be on a parity with England, so that 
the future is somewhat uncertain, with the exception that the 
probabilities are that the amount of tonnage in our Navy will 
be reduced as suggested by the London conference. 

Mr. TABER. That is true. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. . Will the gentleman yield for 

a further question? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In view of the fact that we 

are to scrap two or three battleships and there has been a con
troversy over the ability of bombing craft to sink a battleship, 
in the interest of economy why would it not be a good plan to 
have another demonstration off the Virginia Capes, and inas-
much as the gentleman is a member of the Appropriations Com
mittee, does he not think it would be a good idea to write · a 
little section in the bill which would cause one of these ships to 
be set aside and have a little friendly controversy over it be-
tween the Army and Navy aviators, in order to see whether or 
not it could be sunk from the air? 

Mr. TABER. The treaty expressly provides that the ships 
which are to be scrapped may be used as targets. Personally, 

I r.aid I should urge that all available targets of that character be 

Mr. DUNBAR. In the gentleman's estimate he gave us a 
figure of $400,000,000? 

Mr. TABER. I do not think I got quite that far. 
$317,500,000. 

Mr. DUNBAR. $317,500,000 as the possible amount of saving 
if we lived in accord with the proposed London treaty? 

Mr. TABER. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I did not give 
that as the figure. r gave that as some of the items of saving. 
I think the savings can very readily go beyond that. 

taken advantage of. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. In view of the fact that we 

have to pay out a certain amount of money for the purpose of 
scrapping and possibly pay out more money than the salvage 
would bring in-to us, and such an exhibition or demonstration 
would be interesting not only to the Congress but to the r.oun,. 
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try, I am hoping that the committees which have jurisdiction 
will arrange for the holding of some such contest or some such 
demonstration as this. . . 

l\1r. TABER. The gentleman is a member of the Naval Af
fairs Committee and I am sure his influence as a _ memb.er of 
that committee would be very potent with the department in 
bringing about that test. 
. Mr. McCLINTIC of Ol}lahoma. I am so much in the minority 
that I have to go to some other committee when I want some
thing accomplished in the interest of efficiency, and that is the 
reason I am appealing to the gentleman. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. If the gentleman has in mind 
, simulating war conditions, of course, that might be impossible, 
because when you undertake to sink a ship that is not provided 
with any aircraft to defend her, nor with any antiaircraft guns 
to protect her, it makes a very different proposition from sink
ing a ship that is provided with defense. 

Mr. TABER. That is true. 
Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. I assume the lesson which the 

gentleman seeks to draw from such a test is what effect shells 
falling ·on a ship will have and, of course, that is largely the 
only lesson you can learn by using a battleship as a target" 
where there are no means of defending the ship from the air. 

Mr. TABER. There might be this also: You can tell from 
what height a shell should be dropped or in what manner it 
should be dropped to get the best results. However, I do not 
think these old ships are as efficiently protected against air
craft attack as the most modern ships are. 

Mr. OLIVER of Alabama. It is very well to call attention to 
that, but, further, the aircraft might fly with absolute safety 
against a ship that was unprotected, whereas they might be 
in very dangerous territory when a ship was properly protected. 

The CHAIRMAl~. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 20 ad
ditional minutes. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. If the gentleman will permit, 
I want to say I agree with the gentleman from Alabama as to the 
different status that would exist in war time and in peace time 
with respect to the effect of a bomb. dropped from a plane, but 
we must realize that each one of these battleships carries about 
1,000 men and two or three hundred officers, and in a sense most 
of them are under the water. Therefore it could be compared 
to a prison ship, because the men are confined there and they 
can not get out. So if we have these demonstrations we know 
whether or not there is a possibility of sending that many men 
and officers to a watery grave by the effect of one of these 
explosive bombs. 

Mr. TABER. That, of course, is true. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I understood the gentleman a while 

ago to strike a very interesting question when he expressed his 
opinion that capital ships for naval warfare purposes are of 
very doubtful value. 

Mr. TABER. I do not know that I expressed that as my 
opinion. I stated there were two views, one of which was that 
airplanes and carriers were the only safe method of defense, 
and the other is that you must have the battleship. I do not 
know that I expressed my opinion, but I did say there was very 
much of a moot question. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. What did the gentleman find from 
his study-and I know he has given very thoughtful study to 
the subject-as to the .drift of opinion among well-informed 
people on that question? 

1\Ir. TABER. The drift of opinion is that aircraft are re
garded as of more and more importance day by day. 

:Mr. MOORE of Virginia. The question is a very important 
one from the point of view of saving, for the reason, as the gen
tleman suggested a while ago, that it costs approximately $40,-· 
000,000 to construct a capital ship. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. More than that now. 
Mr. TABER. The Navy Department estimates $35,000,000 

and I said $40,000,000. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. And, in addition, we have the main

tenance of our capital-ship fleet at this time, which involves an 
annual expenditure of about $40,000,000. 

Mr. TABER. Oh, I would say more than that. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Two million five hundred 

thousand dollars per ship. 
Mr. TABER. And eighteen times $2,500,000. 
Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I have made some inquiry as to 

the cost of keeping up our battleships and I have been informed 
by a member of the gentleman's committee, who had also investi
gated this subject, that the cost is a little over $40,000,000 a 
year. 

Mr. TABER. I would figure the personnel and operating cost 
at close to $2,500,000 per ship. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. Has the gentleman any fig
ures with respect to the upkeep of the aircraft carriers? 

Mr. TABER. The upkeep of the large aircraft carriers is be
yond that of the battleships by a very substantial amount. I 
hope when the new aircraft carriers, 'ODe of which is under con
struction, are completed we will be able to save something on the 
tremendous cost of upkeep, which goes with the Lea;ington and 
the Saratoga. They require a very large number of men to man 
them and consume a tremendous quantity of fuel for the service 
they are able to perform. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I am in hearty accord with 
the opinion expressed by the gentleman, because the first two 
aircraft carriers were more or less experimentaL 

Mr. TABER. Very much so. 
Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. And we have learned that 

we do not need ships so large, and that we do not need ships 
that require 1,800 men and officers aboard them. 

Mr. TABER. _ Oh, if the gentleman Will pardon me, 1,900 
men and 150 officers. 

Mr. McCLINTIC of Oklahoma. I thank the gentleman for 
the correction. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
.Mr. TABER. I yield to the gentleman from Texas. 
Mr. BRIGGS. This bill provides appropriations for how 

many 8-inch cruisers? 
Mr. TABER. Well, we have under construction six of the 

first block of eight, five of the first block of five, and this bill 
provides for the commencement of work on two of the second 
block of five, which would be 13. 

Mr. BRIGGS. In other words, there are 18 in contemplation 
of construction at this time? 

Mr. TABER. We have two already built and we have three 
more which we are not to lay down until 1933, 1934, and 1935, 
under the treaty. 

Mr. BRIGGS. I mean assuming the treaty was not in ex
istence, you would be carrying on construction for 18 and you 
would have additional authority for 5 more, or a total of 23 
cruisers? 

Mr. TABER. The Congress has authorized five more than 
the treaty will permit us to build. 

Mr. BRIGGS. In other words, 23 cruisers. 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. BRIGGS. The treaty contemplates, as I understand it, 

a change in the character of cruiser tonnage by stipulating an 
increased amount of 6-inch cruiser instead of 8-inch cruiser 
tonnage; is not that true? 

Mr. TABER. It permits 73,500 tons of 6-inch cruiser tonnage 
that we have not already constructed or authorized; yes. 

Mr. BRIGGS. How many 6-inch cruisers will that provide? 
Mr. TABER. It is up to the designers in the Navy Depart

ment and the Chief of Operations and other rank-ing officers 
to tell us how many they think we should have. I would not 
be so bold at the present time as to undertake to figure it out. 

Mr. BRIGGS. About 10, approximately? · 
Mr. TABER. I should say 9 or 10 or perhaps, more likely, 8. 
Mr. BRIGGS. Based upon the present 7,500-ton cruiser--
1\Ir. TABER. On that basis it would be 10. I. understand 

they would probable go a little larger because if we are to 
take advantage of the flying deck we would want to have them 
close to 10,000 tons. 

Mr. BRIGGS. The press has been filled with statements 
asserting that the 6-inch cruiser is practically valueless at this 
time to the United States; that we have enough 6-inch cruisers 
and we ought to have 8-inch cruisers, and that it is a useless 
expenditure of money to contemplate construction of any more 
6-inch cruisers. What does the gentleman have to say about 
that? I think the Congress is very much interested in Irnowing 
the impression of the members of this committee who have 
gone into this question. 

Mr. TABER. Of course, the committee has not had naval 
experts before it and any opinion we may have on this par
ticular question would be that which we have drawn from our 
experience in past years. As I stated earlier in my remarks, 
the treaty provides that not to exceed 25 per cent of our total 
cruiser tonnage may have these landing and taking-off decks 
for airplanes. I am assuming, in view of the fact that ,ow.· rep
resentatives entered into the treaty, that they believe a 6-inch 
gun cruiser with the landing and taking-off deck and the higher 
speed that will result-and they are built to carry a substantial 
number of planes and to travel at, perhaps, 40 miles an hour-
would, perhaps, offset the advantage of more 8-inch-gun cruisers, 
especially in view of the fact that no other country will have as 
many 8-inch-gun cruisers as we will have. 
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That is my assumption based on the results of the confer

ence--the fact that the ablest men in the Navy, as I believe, 
were the advisers to the delegates. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. DUNBAR. On page 4 there is a table that ·I do not 

understand. It says : 
As to ships, the data show as between the 1930 and 1931 plans the 

following differences : 
1930, light cruisers, 8-inch guns------------------------------ 5 
1931, light cruisers, 8-inch guns_______________________________ 8 

Does that mean that, in accord with the program under the 
London conference, our 8-inch cruisers in 1931 will be increased 
from 1930'! 

Mr. TABER. Yes; and this table refers to the operations 
of the fleet. We are building 8-inch-gun cruisers all the time. 
Of course, they come into commission. We have a group of 
old cruisers that are ..nearly 30 years old-the Rochester, the 
Pittsburgh, the Denver, and others that will gradually go out 
of commission-that have been used in Central and South 
American service. Of course, the cruisers of the second line 
will go out of c'Ommission. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Then as the years go on, in accordance with 
the London treaty, will the number of our cruisers be reduced? 

Mr. TABER. I can not see any possibility of the number of 
our cruisers being reduced in the next 10 years without a 
further treaty. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Of course, the strength of our Navy is 

measured by comparison with the· other navies of the world? 
Mr. TABER. Absolutely. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. The mere fact that we are not building 

does not decrease the strength of our Navy because other coun
tries have agreed also not to build. 

Mr. TABER. Great Britain has agreed to keep only fifteen 
8-inch-gun cruisers against our 18. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. So the comparative strength of our Navy 
is the same'? 

Mr. TABER. I think you might say that as we build the 
larger number every year, and put in commission 8-inch-gun 
cruisers, than other countries are building under the treaty the 
strength of our Navy becomes greater. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. It has been sought to create the impres
sion in this country that our Navy is being weakened by the 
recent treaty. There is no justification for that? 

Mr. TABER. Absolutely none. As a matter of fact, under this 
treaty while Great Britain is obliged to stand still we will in
crease. For instance, Britain is allowed under the treaty 146,-
800 tons of 8-inch-gun cruisers. We are ·anowed 180,000 tons of 
8-inch-gun cruisers. Britain now has built and building 205,-
800 tons of 8-inch-gun cruisers. She has got to scrap down to 
146,000 tons, wpile we, in order to get our 180,000, have got to 
put in commission in addition to what is now in commission 
160,000 tons. 

Mr. LAGUARDIA. And in the absence of any agreement we 
would continue to build up to England and England would 
build up to Japan, and, after all, our relative sh·ength would 
be exactly as before. 

l\Ir. TABER. Yes; whereas under the treaty, as far as 
cruisers are concerned, we will be absolutely on a parity. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. Why is the di1ferenee between 140,000 

tons for Great Britain and 180,000 tons for the United States? 
l\Ir. TABER. Because Britain is allowed 192,000 tons of 

6-inch-gun cruisers and the United States only 143,500 tons. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. I yield. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How many tons of cruisers have we 

got to build to come up to parity with Great Britain? 
Mr. TABER. I am going to answer the questions with ref

erence to the treaty limits which are provided for in the 1936 
rather than the present British tonnage. In order to come up 
to parity we have to complete 160,000 tons of 8-inch-gun 
cruisers, some of which will be completed in the current cal
endar year, and 73,500 tons of 6-inch-gun cruisers. • 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How much of that is authorized? 
Mr. TABER. AU. except 73,000 tons of 6-inch-gun cruisers. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does the gentleman mean to say we 

have authorization to bring us to parity on 8-inch-gun cruisers 
in 1936? 

Mr. TABER. More. We have five more authorized than we 
are allowed to build under the treaty. · · 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. So that it will be a question whether 
we are prepared or willing to appropriate within the authori
zation in the meantime to bring us up to a parity in 1936? 

Mr. TABER. We have already appropriated for a very sub- · 
stantial proportion of the 160,000 tons. 1 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. How much? . 
Mr. TABER. We have already appropriated, or will have 

when this bill is completed, for the commencement on construe- . 
tion of 130,000 tons out of the 160,000 tons. There will still 
be left of the 160,000 tons appropriations to be made for 30,000 
tons. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. That is to be appropriated? 
Mr. TABER. To be appropriated for. That means ships that 

we have not made any appropriations for. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Then, to bring us up to padty by 1936, 

we will have to appropriate for 30,000 tons of 8-inch-gun 
cruisers and a little over 70,000 tons of 6-inch-gun cruisers. 

Mr. TABER. If we are going to be at absolute parity at that 
time. The method of our appropriation must be determined 
upon how fast we want to go on 6-inch-gun cruisers, and that 
depends entirely upon the development and the way our naval 
engineers and constructors work out a successful ship, which 
will be of the greatest value to the United States for the purpose 
of ou.r national defense, and on the length of time it will take to 
work it out. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. I suppose what I shall ask now is a 
fair question to put to the gentleman, if he is prepared to answer 
it. It is whether in his judgment we should not begin at once 
with a program to bring us up to absolute parity by 1936? 
Should we not develop a program and stick to it? 

Mr. TABER. .I think when the treaty is ratified that we 
should have authorized a program which permits this country 
to build up. As to just how fast we ought to build I would 
not want to say or commit myself until the situation develops 
year by year, for this reason : Suppose the department got out a 
type of ship, and the first one was not satisfactory. I would 
hate to have eight or nine ships built of a type that was not 
going to be advisable or useful to the Navy. I would like to 
move along so that we can sort of feel our way, and when we 
get through we would have something that counts, and not have 
something that we have to discard. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York 
has. expired. . 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman from New York may have 10 minutes more. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. Without objection, the gentleman is recog-
nized for 10 minutes. 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. LAGUARDIA. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. LAGUARDIA. Lest the question of my colleague from 

New York [Mr. WAINWRIGHT], who is an expert in matters of 
national defense, may . create a false impression, we are appro· 
priating now for the current year in this bill, for the Naval Es
tablishment, some $377,000,000, are we not? 

Mr. TABER. Yes; including $50,000,000 for new construction. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. The question is being acutely disc:ussed 

in the minds of a great many to-day whether parity means par
ity. In other words, whether parity entails an implied obliga
tion upon the part of the United States to build up to a parity 
or whether it is a mere privilege. What in the gentleman's 
judgment should be the policy · and practice. of our country be
tween now and 1936--to go right along building ship by ship 
and gun by gun, using that as an expression, with Great Britain. 
or simply to assume that that is a privilege which we may or 
may not live up to. 

Mr. TABER. I think it is a privilege that the people of 
the United States should determine in each case as they step 
along whether they want to exercise it or not. I call the atten
tion of the committee to this situation with reference to our 
aircraft carriers that I have already alluded to. We have some
thing like· 90,000 tons built and building. We have the privilege 
of building something like 60,000 more. · Britain has 115,000 tons 
out of an authorized total of 135,000 tons. I do not think it is 
necessary for us to build aircraft carriers in tonnage beyond 
those that Great Britain has. Just because under the treaty 
we are pe1;mitted to build a certain number, I do not think it is 
necessary for us to build them except for the purpose of national 
defense. If we are going to have just as good as anybody else, 
I do not see any reason why we should go farther. I do not see , 
why we should stand out on the housetops saying, "We want i 
parity," and then, just because the treaty gives us the right, go ! 
beyond parity. 

Mr. BRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield1 
Mr. TABER. Y~ 
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Mr. BRIGGS. Does this bill carry any provision for the con:. 

struction of 6-inch-gun cruisers? 
Mr. TABER. It does not. 
Mr. BRIGGS. That program, so far as it is concerned, has 

ah·eady been acted on a.part from the treaty? 
Mr. TABER. The only 6-inch-gun cruisers which have been 

authorized by Congress were the block of 10 of the 01naha. 
class which were built, the last of them, about _four years ago, 
if I remember aright. The Appropriations Committee, of course, 
will not bring in any appropriation for cruisers that have not 
been authorized. 

Mr. BRIGGS. They have been completed? 
Mr. TABER. Yes; they have all been completed as author

ized. The only cruisers that we are completing are the 8-inch 
gun cruisers: 

Mr. ARENTZ. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield tbere? 
Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. ARENTZ. What, in your opinion, will be tbe status of 

the limitation of the five principal world powers in 1936? Will 
they all be built up to parity? Will they meet in conference 
and ·say, "This is as far as we can go"? We can not go below 
this figure, according to the idea of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. BRITTEN]. The idea is to build up to the limit. You say 
it is " a privilege." That is not the proper word, in my judg
ment. It is a limitation. 

Mr. TABER. It is a limitation beyond which we must not 
go ; but whether we should go so fa.r or not depends on the 
exigencies of the situation year after year. 

·:Mr. ARENTZ. Of course, between now and the year 1936, 
if we shall have buil.t tip to the -limit in 1936, it seems we 
could with very poor grace ask for ~ decrease of tonnage 
in armament among the five great nations. Of course, if Great 
Britain and France build up to the limit we must do tbe same. 
If we build up to tbe limit, Great Britain and France and Italy 
will build right up, ship for ship. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. It seems to me an entirely fair assump

tion in determining the standpoint upon which the- treaty was 
based that the amount of tonnage prescribed for the United 
States was in the judgment of our representatives in London 
the measure of what our Government required in the interest 
of the national defense. · 

Mr. ARENTZ. No; not that, but rather what the poor fel
lows working in the mines and shops and in the fields can pay. 

Mr. TABER. I do not believe we should build for the sake 
of tonnage. I believe we should build solely for the purpose of 
national defense. 

Mr. ARENTZ. I am glad the gentleman has so stated. That 
is- my viewpoint. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. That is also my viewpoint. That is 
what the parity prescribed in the treaty means. 

- Mr. TABER. The treaty prescribes a definite limit to which 
we and other countries can construct. It is going to require 
the scrapping of those ships which because of age would be 
scrapped, and it will save a tremendous amount of money in 
operation and in new construction, without in any way impair
ing our _national defense. It will require Great Britain to 
either cut out all 8-inch guns on her building program or to 
scrap approximately 60,000 tons of large new 8-inch-gun ships. 

All ·this should command and have the support of all Ameri
cans. It adequately takes care of our national defense, and at 
the same time it results in a tremendous national saving be
sides being a great step forward in the limitation of armament 
and toward the peace of the world. Future treaties undoubt
edly will go much further toward the desired limitations which 
are to come. 

Now, I want to take two or three ~inutes in discussing tbe 
aircraft situation in America. We have talked a lot about 
battleships and cruisers and destroyers. When this Navy bill 
goes into effect the American Navy will have 1,007 airplanes~ 
and when the Army })ill goes into effect the Army will have 
1,607, or a total of 2,629 more than tbe useful planes of any 
other country. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Chairman, will tbe gentleman yield 
there? 

Mr. TABER. Yes. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. What does it cost to build a modern 

plane now? 
Mr. TABER. Anywhere from $30,000 to $115,000. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. What were those we had doWn here the 

other day? Were those scout planes? -
Mr. TABER. They were all kinds. Those I have mentioned 

r~nge all t~e way from big bombing plitn~ _to trans:Po~ _ear
ners, carrymg 15 or 20 people. The Navy plane~, of co__!lrse, are 

a little more :expensive than the Ariny planes because they 
have to be manned on the decks of ships. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. TABER. May I have five minutes additional? 
Mr. FRENCH. I yield to the gentleman five additional minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York is recog-

nized for five minutes additional. · 
Mr. TABE~. The Navy at the present time has 1,007 pilots. 

'!he Army Will have, under the bill which has just been passed 
m the Senate, 1,350. 

PISTING~SEUED VISrrOB 

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman from 
New York yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. TABER. Certain~y. 
1\fr. LONGWORTH. I desire to announce as present in the 

gallery a very distinguished son of Great Britain a former 
member of Parliament, one who has served with di~tinction in 
many cabinet positions, lately British ambassador to France 
the Earl of Derby. [Applause, the Members rising in salute.] 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL 

Mr. TABER. In addition to those, we have 330 Army reserv
ists on active duty and about 70 naval reservists, so that we have 
practically about 2,500 aviators. 

The art -in that, as well as almost every otber branch of 
defense in the United States, is well up to the mark where we 
can say that we are proud of the American Navy. We believe 
it is strong enough to meet every demand upon us for national 
defense and that we are going ahead fast enough to meet the 
situation in this country. [Applause.] 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. MooRE]. -

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I have asked this 
time in order to refer to some of the aspects of the system of 
procedure now in effect in the House. 

There has been frequent, and it seems to me well-justified 
criticism of a practice to which I think this is a good time t~ 
direct attention. The naval bill brought before th~ House last 
E_'rida~ is one o~ the most important of the annual appropria
tion bills. It proposes an expenditure of over $375,000,000 and 
many of its provisions will probably invite serious discussion. 
The debate was opened last Friday by the chairman of the 
subcommittee in charge of the bill, Mr. FRENCH, of Idaho, in a 
very able and elaborate address, and he was followed by the 
ranking minority member of the subcommittee, Mr. AYRES, of 
Kansas, in a similar address. Then while those addresses were 
fresh in the minds of the Members, the bill was laid aside for 
the purpose of general debate, which will continue for how long 
no one can at this moment say. 

As we all know, tbe general debate will not often touch the 
bill under consideration, but consist of speeches on a great 
variety of topics having nothing whatever to do with the Navy 
or its money requirements. This is according to a custom not 
established by a rule but which has grown up during the course 
of years. 

When the general debate closes, the bill will be taken up 
under the 5-minute rule, but according to another custom a 
large part of the time may be consumed in the discussion not 
of substantial amendments but of _pro forma amendments. 

It seems to me that the better practice would be not to in
terrupt tbe consideration of any bill by general debate except 
on the bill itself, and not to allow pro forma amendments, which 
have the inevitable tendency of diverting debate away from the 
essentials of the bill. Tills would make for the more steady 
and coherent consideration of bills, to say nothing of the time 
which would be saved. 

I am glad to :find that the view I am presenting is that ex
pressed by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. LucE] in 
his work on Legislative Procedure, with which I suppose all of 
us are more or less familiar. I refer to him because no one 
here has more thoroughly studied the history and theory of 
procedure. I quote an extract n·om his book on the matter of 
general debate : 

After the opening speech explaining the bill, which is really useful, 
the many hours devoted to general debate--that is, debate not confined 
to the bill--drive most of the Members to their offices. • • • For 
the most part, though, general debate is sheer waste of time and a 
pitiful reflection on the capacity of our greatest representative as
semblage to use intelligently and efficiently its precious hours. 

And in the following' extract he makes this suggestion : 
Remove general debate (as far as that means talk not relative to a 

pending bill) to a definite limited part oi each session or a certain 
session in each week. - -
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In other words, he deplores the present practice, but would 

afford Members who desire to discuss irrelevant topics an op
portunity for doing so. I suppose th~t he would favor a rule 
confining debate to the bill under consideration and another rule 
to name days or hours when general debate will be permissible, 
or, better still, to authorize the leader of the majority from time 
to time, with the approval of the House, to arrange for general 
debate when no bill is actually under consideration. 

So far as the matter of pro forma amendments is concerned, 
Mr. LuCE has this to say: 

In Congress the attendance upon general debate has become so 
ridiculously small that Members hungry for a hearing are more and 
more invading debate under the 5-minnte rule with irrelevant discussion. 
They get the chance by use of the wholly artificial and somewhat absurd 
device known as the pro forma amendment. The man who wants to 
interject something foreign will move to strike out the last word of the 
paragraph under consideration, or the last two words, or will go throu~b 
the form of opposing such a motion. 

Martin B. Madden, a level-headed Representative from Illinois, drew 
attention to this in the House January 6, 1920, deploring the tendency 
and giving figures to show its efrects. He had found that in the long 
sessions consideration of three of the appropriation bills under the 
5-minute rule had taken 41A; days in the Fifty-seventh Congress, 
4% in the Fifty-eighth, 10 in the Sixtieth, 16% in the Sixty-second, 
19% in the Sixty-third. 2272 .in the Sixty-fourth. .After that the war 
made conditions abno·rmal. He thought that most ot the debate had 
come to be foreign to the pending question and believed the " liberaliz
ing" had gone much too far. 

Mr. LucE would probably agree that with a definite rule con
fining debate to the bill ·and a rule denying the right to offer 
pro forma amendments the Speaker or the Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole would have no difficulty in so restricting 
discussion as to avoid the results depicted by Mr. Madden. 

Personally I believe that it would be a mistake to prevent 
Members from expressing their opinion on any topic pertaining 
to the conduct of the Government or of the public intereSt, and 
with me the main thought is that when bills are brought before 
the House it is altogether desirable that they should be dealt 
with continuously, as far as possible, from start to finish with
out the work being broken up by the practice of turning the 
debate into irrelevant channels. 

In his work Mr. LucE recognizes, as everyone must, that while 
it is important to protect parliamentary procedure from sudden 
or ruthless disturbance, on the other hand it is a great mis
take to believe that some bad features should be tolerated 
simply because they are hoary with age. 

I shall not be sorry to recall on leaving the House that I 
have not looked on the system of-procedure as having any such 
sanctity as to forbid changes from being suggested. 

Accordingly I have had some connection with the successful 
effort to have the House informed in advance of the business 
to be transacted on a future day or days; some connection with 
the requirement being adopted that no rule providing for the 
consideration of a bill shall be sprung suddenly on the House 
.but shall be reported to the House and remain on the calendar 
for at least one day before being taken up for action; and some 
connection with the consolidation of 11 comparatively useless 
expenditure committees into a single great Committee on Ex
penditures; which has the opportunity of keeping in touch with 
the executive departments and agencies and assist in guarding 
against irregularities and maladministration. All of this is 
simply illustrative of improvements which may safely be made. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle
man from Washington [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. illLL of Washington. Mr. Chairman, the protective 
policy of this Government is vicious in its discriminations in 
favor of certain industries and against others. It is a game of 
greed and power. It gained impetus as a protection for certain 
powerful interests which feel that tariff protection is their 
exclusive right and privilege. Every inch of advance that 
agriculture has made in order to get protection has been fought 
bitterly by these interests. They not only want to confine it to 
certain industrial interests but a·re unwilling to let the policy of 
protection spread out over the entire country to embrace all 
manufacturing industries. They want to confine it to certain 
sections of the country and to certain kinds of industries and 
withhold it from the industries of other parts of tlie country. 
We had an illustration of that attitude in the action of the 
House on May 2 and 3, when the very men who stand here as 
the sponsors of the protective policy demonstrated that when they 
get vntside of their own particular interests and sections of the 
country they are against protection. They are for protection 
only for themselves, but are for free trade for the remainder 
of the country. While parading under the role of protectionists 
they are, in fact, the greatest free traders in the world. The 

West is beginning to wake up to this Doctor Jekyll-Mr. Hyde 
duplicity. 

Governor Hartley, of the State of Washington, reflects the 
sentiments of the people of the Pacific Northwest toward this 
protection for the East and free trade for the West policy 
in certain communications, which I shall now read: 

Hon. SAM B. HILL, 

STATE OF WASHINGTON, 
EXJCCUTIV!Il DEPARTMENT, 

0 Zympia, May 9, 1930. 

Member of Congress, Washington, D. 0. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN HILL : Am inclosing to you herewith copy of tele

gram sent to Senator .JONES and other Republican Members of Congress 
this evening. Am sending this to you in order that you may be advised 
of the action direct. 

Am also inclosing copy of wire from the Hon. R. P. Lam')nt under date 
of April 28 and my reply thereto. 

Yours very truly, 
ROLAND HARTLEY, Go1Jernor. 

OLYMPIA, WASH., May 9, 1930. 
Hon. WESLEY L. JoNEs, 

United States· Senate, Washington, D. 0.: 
During the Senate committee tariff hearings on the lumber schedules 

it was clearly brought out and is confirmed by the recent report of the 
Tariff Commission to President Coolidge that imported lumber and par· 
ticularly shingles coming trom British Columbia were the product ot 
labor 35 to 40 per cent oriental. · 

The historic protective policy of the Republican Party was primarily 
designed to protect the American manufacturer and workman from these 
exact conditions and in denying a duty under the pending tariff bill on 
logs, shingles, and lumber, are we to understand that the Republican 
Party in power and the administration in Washington are in favor of a 
busy Hindu or Chinaman in Canada and an idle- American workman in 
Washington or Oregon? · 

This is exactly the issue and we demand a roll call in the House and 
Senate when the subject comes up for final consideration. Let us see 
who favors the Chinese under these conditions. 

During the Fordney tariff 50 per cent of the shingle industry has 
migrated to Canada and unless now stopped by protective features in 
the present law the entire industry in the Pacific Northwest will be 
lost within a few years; a condition and not a theory. In Washington, 
D. C., this may be an incident. In Washington State a disaster. 

Please transmit copies to all Republican Members ot Congress. 

Hon. ROLAND H. HARTLEY, 

ROLAND H. HARTLEY, 
Go11ernor of Washington. 

OLYMPIA, WASH., April £8, 1!JSO. 

Governor of Washington, O[,ympia, Wash.: 
The President, in furtherance of cooperative measures with you to 

improve the economic situation, would appreciate it it you would review 
for him the present situation in your State. For such purpose perhaps 
you would advise him of your opinion as to the situation by reply to 
one or more of the following questions : First, is there now more than 
usual unemployment in your State? Second, if there remains substan
tially abnormal unemployment, has there been a decrease since mid
January? Third, bas there been a decrease since April 1? Fourth, 
does the outlook warrant an expectation of still further decrease dur
ing May? Fifth, it there now remains unusual unemployment, can you 
make a rough estimate of the number? A reply by Wednesday will be 
greatly appreciated. 

Hon. R. P. LAMONT, 

R. P. LAMONT, 
Secretary of Co1nmerce. 

OLYMPIA, WASH., M(l/JI 9, 1930. 

Secretary of Commerce, Washington, D. 0.: 
Have delayed replying your wire April 28 hoping for a protective 

duty on forest products. Nothing new to give you except that the 
situation steadily grows worse, and it there isn't relief in the form of 
a protective tariff on lumber and shingles 30 days will see 20,000 to 
30,000 more men added to the unemployed. The most serious situation 
that has prevailed in this State since 1893. 

ROLAND H. HARTLEY, 
Gover·nor of Washington. 

On this subject I wish also to present a telegram signed by 
about 40 lumber and timber companies operating in Washington 
and Oregon, as follows : 

PORTLAND, OREG., May 6, 1930. 
Representative SAMUEL B. HILL, 

WasMngton, D. C.: 
We interpret present status of the lumber tariff as conclusive evidence 

of the continued disregard of western interests by the East. Their 
Senatots and Representatives, after securing high protection for products 
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()f their own States, have further strengthened their political fences by 
defeating tariff on shingles and lumber, which their constituents con
sume. They do this depending on the well-k:nGw:n regularity of the 
western Representatives to give the votes that will carry. the bill as a 
whole. Lumber and shingles are more vital to prosperity of Oregon 
and Washington than all their other products combined. We insist 
that western Senators and Representatives now announce their refusal 
to upport tariff bill with their principal product left out. On account of 
Russian and Canadian lumbermen using the United States as a dumping 
ground for their surplus product, there is now a 25 per cent unem
ployment in this industry, and unless there is early relief this unemploy
ment will be increased to 50 per cent. Burden of this will be laid 
directly at door of our Representatives in the National Congress. This 
is not intended as a threat but a plain statement of fact. 

Dant & Rossell, Inman Poulsen O'Connell Lumber Co., Longbell 
Lumber Co., Eastern & Western Lumber Co., Willapa Lumber 
Co., Western Timber Co., Cobbs & Mitchell, Willnmette Valley 
Lumber Co., Umpqua Mills· & Timber Co., West Oregon Lum
ber Co., Clark & Wilson, Forcia & Larsen, Snellstrom Bros., 
Planet Lumber Co., Lewis Lumber Co., Paci1ic Spruce Cor
poration, Winchester Bay Lumber Co., Moore Mill & Lumber 
Co., Flora Logging Co., Scott Rafting Co., Snider Shingle 
Co., Gerlinger Lumber C()., Chas. R. McCormick Lumber Co., 
J. Neils Lumber Co., Libby Lumber Co., Western Lumber 
Co., Westport Lumber Co., Silver Falls Timber Co., Hammond 
Lumber Co., Giustina Bros. Lumber Co., Eugene Transport 
& Milling Co., J. H. Chambers & Sons, Booth Kelly Lumber 
Co., Bohemia Lumb"r Co., Fischer Lumber Co., W. A. Wood
ward Lumber Co., Owen Oregon Lumber Co., Jones Lumber 
Co., Tideport Logging Co., Tidewater Mill Co. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield. 

. Mr. LINTHICUM. Does not the gentleman think that the 
substitutions now being used in building are partly the cause of 
the trouble and not the lumber and shingles that come in from 
Canada? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Unquestionably, keen competition 
comes from substitute roofing and building material. The de
pression in lumber products is also aggravated by the fact that 
all of the substitutes are protected by a tariff. and our lumber 
and shingles are not protected. 

Mr. Lll~THICUM. It was stated that we sell $2 worth of 
lumber to Canada to every 60 cents worth of lumber that we 
get from Canada. Can the gentleman state whether that. is 
correct? 

-Mr. HILL of Washington. I would not like to make a defi
nite statement as to that, because I am not really advised. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield 
for a short answer to the gentleman from Maryland [Mr. LIN
THICUM] as to the effect of substitute products? 

Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield. 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. That question is very well 

answered by the fact that the Canadian lumber business in the 
last few years has increased 160 per cent, and the shingle pr~ 
duction has increased 400 per cent, while American production 
of both has been decreasing. There is a 400 per cent increase in 
shingles in Canada, while just across our line, with the same 
timber, but with American workmen instead of Chinese, Hindus, 
and Japanese, there has been a decrease, and our workmen are 
idle. 

Mr. LINTHICUM. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. HILL of Washington. I yield. 
Mr. LINTHICUM. In my section of the United States very 

· few of the old shingles are used. In fact, they are prohibited 
in the cities by legislation, and only country people can really 
use shingles. 

Mr. HILL of Washington. Only .11 per cent of the roofing 
used in this country is of wood shingles. The other 89 per cent 
is of substitutes for wood. 

I wish to call attention to the fact that Massachusetts is 
solidly for protection for Massachusetts, but that on the export
debenture provision to protect agriculture and on the question 
of protection for the lumber and timber industries of the West 
and the South Massachusetts voted 100 per cent for free trade. 
This- is in line with the attitude of the eastern mannfa<;turing 
interests since the beginning of the protective-tariff policy in 
withholding the benefits of that policy from other interests. In 
this connection I call attention to an article that .appeared in 
the Century Magazine, in the issue of May, 1928, written by 
William E. Dodd, on the subject " Shall Our Farmers Become 
Peasants?" Mr. Dodd called attention in that article to a letter 
written by one Abbott Lawrence, a business man of Massachu
setts, about 1828, the letter being addressed t<J Daniel Webster, 
in which he stated, in effect, that if the then pending tar.ifi:~ bill . 
should be adopted it would keep the South. and West.. in.. debt to. 

New England for a hundred years. -Th'at prophecy came true. 
[Applause.] 

_Mr. FRENCH. l\1r. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gen
tleman from Oregon [1\lr. KoRELL]. 

Mr. KORELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks and to include therein an edi
torial from one of the northwestern newspapers. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Oregon [Mr. KoRELL] 
asks unanimous consent to extend and revise his remarks flli 
indicated. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KORELL. Mr. Chairman, a consideration of the bill that 

is pending before the House at the present time involves a dis
cussion of the question of security. I might say, as an intro
duction to the remarks that I expect to make, that I believe 
we should have a Navy that will be adequate to protect our com
merce, our coasts, and our country. I also believe ·in protecting 
American industries and American workingmen. Accordingly 
I am a finn believer in the principle of a protective policy. 

Tbe few thoughts tha.t I desire to offer on the question of 
security will be directed to that phase of the discussion which 
relates to economic security; in other words, to the principle of 
a protective policy. 

The United States Tariff Commission has made careful and 
exhaustive investigations and rendered full and complete reports 
-on logs and red-cedar shingles showing lower wages, lower costs, 
and prices of logs, and lower transport rates in lumber and 
shingle production in Canada than in the United States, not
withstanding these findings of the Tariff Commission it has 
been repeatedly claimed by 'lumber and shingle tariff opponents 
that wages, costs, and rates are higher in Canada than they are 
in the United States. 

It has been definitely and conclusively shown and admitted by 
silence or failure of denial that every witness that appeared be
fore the Ways and Means Oommittee of the Honse or the Finance 
Committee of the Senate opposing lumber and shingle tal'iffs was 
an owner of foreign mill and timber interests, an importer or 
the agent or employee of foreign mill and timber or importing 
interests. In other words, that they represented foreign inter
-ests against American interests. This fact has seemingly re
ceived little or no consideration. 

In the hearings held by the committee Canadian statistics 
were pre ented. They showed that lumber production had in
creased 160 per cent in Canada during the past 10 years. Tariff 
Commission figures show that British Columbia shingle produc
tion has increased 399 per cent since 1913. Department of 
Commerce records of production show a decrease in such pro
duction of 10.9 per cent ~ce 1925, and the same records 
disclose that shingle production has decreased 27 per cent since 
1913. All these facts are seemingly ignored. 

There must be a reason for the enormous production gains in 
Canada and the large decrease in production in the United 
States. Canadian producers are not more efficient than Amer
ican manufacturers. Canadian workmen, which are about 45 
per cent oriental, are in no wise superior to American WOl'kmen. 
Canadian mills for the most part use American machinery. 
The reasons for Canadian gains and American losses can 
therefore lie only in the fact that Canadian tariff laws afford 
benefits and advantages to Canadian lumber and shingle pro
duction and that the United States tariff laws handicap and 
discriminate against the production of American lumber and 
shingle products, even for the United States markets. No 
other reason or cause can possibly be assigned. 

Lumber prices to the mills have declined from $31.78 per 
thousand feet in 1923 to $25.61 in 1928, according to the census 
report of lumber, lath, and shingles, but retail prices to con
sumers have remained almost as a whole exactly the same to 
the ultimate consumer. 

I will ask leave to insert a comparative table of figures show
ing lumber production, shipments, and orders for the years 
1925 to 1928, both inclusive. 

Year 
. 

1925.-- ~--------------------------------
1928_-- --------------------------------
1927------------------------------------
1928 ___ - ---------------------------------

Production 
(M feet) 

40,519,613 
37,950,210 
3.5,237, 917 
34,070,321 

Orders 
(M fest) 

38,684,200 
37,375,441 
35,003,432 
35,351,896 

Shipments 
(M feet) 

39,770,073 
37,945, 096 
35,115,113 
35,161,798 

These figures indicate that fi·om 1925 to 1928 production of 
lumber in the United States declined 6,449,000,000 feet. The de
cline in orders amounted to 3,332,000,000 feet and the decline in 
shipments ·4,608,000,000 feet. No industry could go through 
such conditions as indicated without being in what anyone 
would call. a ~ depression. In fact, ~Y industry is in a depres-
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sion when it can not produce and sell at ieast 80 per cent of its] 
marginal production at cost or profit. The lumber industry is 
not and bas not been in a: position where it could market 50 per 
cent of its production at cost or profit. 

These facts are ignored by lumber and shingle tariff oppo
nents because they are unanswerable, and all of the claims, 
charges, and assertions of lumber and ~hingle tariff opponents 
that have been presented to date are baseless and incorrect. 
They can not be sustained by any kind of fair or careful 
analysis. 

I desire to make a few very brief answers to some of the 
charges and assertions that were recently made on the :floor 
of this House by the opponents of lumber and shingle tariffs. 

On May 2 reference was made to the protests of foreign na
tions, and the statement was made--! quote the speaker's 
words: 

In the press to-day you will read where the Government of Canada 
in its budget yesterday raised its tarifl' rates, and raised them to a 
retaliatory equal to the rates in the present bill, with the statement 
that if this law goes into efl'ect they will be raised to be on .a parity 
with this law. 

The gentleman, whose words I have quoted, should have gone 
further and said that articles· and editorials have repeatedly 
appeared in the press against lumber and shingle tariffs. He 
could have truthfully stated, as a matter of fact, that all of 
such articles and editorials have eminated from the influence 
and propaganda or misrepresentations of American and Cana
dian mill or timber and importing interests whose sole aim has 
been and is now to protect their foreign investments and im
porting interests regardless of costs to the American public. 

He could also have added to his statement the assertion that 
these foreign interests are fighting to hold the Canadian market 
to their exclusive benefit and still to retain the American 
markets as a free outlet for their surplus lumber products. 
Such is the case, and the opponents of lumber and shingle 
tariffs are helping these foreign interests to accomplish their 
aim. They are assisting to "bog tie" American labor, Ameri
can business, and American industry to the benefit of · the 
cheap Hindu and oriental labor of Canada and the peasant 
labor of Europe. To be more specific and direct, they are aid
ing the foreign mill and timber investors to em·icll themselves 
at the expense of the American people. 

It seems astonishing that Members of this House should 
speak of retaliatory rates in connection with lumber and shingle 
tariffs. Canada has not threatened to increase her lumber 
tariffs should Congress propose a tariff on lumber and shingles. 
On the contrary, the Members of the House must know that 
Canada charges a 25 per cent tariff against United States lum
ber products or an average tariff of from $4 to $10 per thousand 
feet of lumber. Accordingly, the argument of the speaker, 
whose words I have quoted, must be that a Canadian tariff of 
from $4 to $10 per thousand feet is just a retaliatory tariff 
against the United States free lumber and free shingles, or 
again he might mean that those amounts would be " retaliatory 
equal " to the 75 cents Americtm tariff per thousand feet of 
lumber which be urged this House to vote down on the 2d of 
May. 

Not a single one of the gentlemen who spoke against the lum
ber and shingle tariffs stated that during all of the fight for 
lumber and shingle tariffs before Congress Canada bas not made 
any offer to remove her lumber tariffs in an effort to afford 
American labor and American lumber products the same oppor
tunity in Canadian markets that Canadian labor and Canadian 
lumber and shingle products now enjoy in American markets. 
Neither the speaker whose words I have quoted nor any of the 
American lumber and shingle tariff opponents have even hinted 
or suggested that it might be fair for Canada, in view of free 
lumber and shingle markets in the United States, to somewhat 

.nearly play a fair game and open her markets to American 
lumber and shingle products like the markets of the United 
State . Canada bas no such object in view. The Canadians 
figure, and very properly so, t at as long as their Canadian lobby 
can dictate lumbering-tariff policies to the American Congress 
there is no need for generosity or fair play on the part of 
Canada. 

In this connection I might say that during President Taft's 
administration it was proposed that a reciprocity tariff should 
be put into effect between Canada and the United States. But 
after the United States Congress had passed favorably upon 
such a proposal Canada turned its thumbs down upon it. 

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KORELL. With pleasure. 
Mr. CROWTHER. Does the gentleman from Oregon realize 

that Canada is the only country in all the world that for aU 
the period since the war bas refused to make any change in her 

tariff duties? Every nation in the world has revised and raised 
its tariff duties since the period of the war, including the safe
guarding of key interests of Great Britain in 1920, to which 
they have added very considerably as the years have gone by. 

It is only very recently that there has been any activity on 
the part of Canada with reference to a revision of their tariff 
and that was because of a political discussion in their last elec- . 
tion and is not on account of the American tariff, as the gentle
man has suggested and is justly criticizing. It is due to the 
subject being discussed very considerably in the last election, 
and the realization that they were losing out or were suffering 
intensely because they bad allowed their tariff walls to stand 
and everybody else in the world bad raised barriers against 
them. 

Mr. KORELL. I believe the gentleman's statement is abso
lutely correct, at least, it is in full accord with my understand-
ing of the situation. · 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. KORELL. Yes. 
Mr. MORTON D. HULL. If there is a tariff on our lumber 

products it would indicate a competitive capacity on our part, 
which contradicts the need for a tariff on their products. 

Mr. KORELL. On the contrary, I intend to cite the gentle
man some figures a little later on in my presentation to the 
House that will show that that is not the case. 

Mr. MORTON D. HULL. What is the significance of a tariff 
on our lumber products if we can not compete with Canadian 
lumber interests. 

1\Ir. KORELL. The object of it is to keep the Canadian mar
kets exclusively for the Canadians and to keep the American 
markets for the Canadians at the same time, whereas what I 
am advocating is that we should give the American lumbermen 
a fair opportunity in their own markets by protecting them from 
competition with lower priced foreign lumber manufactured 
with cheap labor and with lower transport costs. 

Another thing that the gentleman might have stated- and be 
would have been entirely correct if be bad done so----that Canada 
charges an export tax of from $1 to $2 per thousand feet of logs 
when shipped to American mar-kets and that the Canadian Gov
ernment restricts, limits, and prohibits log shipments to Ameri~ 
can mills, and be might have truthfully added that American 
lumber products are effectually barred from Canadian markets. 
These facts were presented to the Ways and Means Committee. 
They have repeatedly been presented in various ways for the 
information of Members of Congress. 

The opponents of lumber and shingle tariffs pose as friends 
of the farmer. They favor large farm tariffs. But bow they 
will benefit the farmer with large tariffs and still drive the 
farmers' best customer- American labor- to idleness and so 
pauperize him that be can not buy the products of the farm is 
a miracle yet to be performed. Lumber industry idleness at 
present, according to labor and Department of Labor statistics, 
totals close to 400,000. The present amount of lumber workmen 
idle is merely decreasing purchasing power one-half. It is less
ening the daily purchases approximately $800,000 or yearly pur
chases upward of $292,000,000. Fully 60 per cent of this fall off 
in purchasing power will be reflected in reduced farm-product 
purchases. So the farmer stands to lose $172,000,000 yearly 
in sales through the deceit and deception of foreign propa
gandists that have driven Ame.rican labor to idleness. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. KORELL. Yes. 
Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. I would like to emphasize 

that when you put 400,000 laborers out of work that means you 
have put 2,000,000 people on half rations ; that means your 
farmer is going to sell abo:ut 1,000,000 loaves less every day of 
the year, and it means you are going to sell millions fewer of 
shoes, of work shirts, suits, hats, and everything else which the 
workman and his family use. That is the effect of putting 
400,000 men permanently out of employment, and the Members 
of this Congress who voted only a few days ago to continue that 
situation all over this country apparently have little regard 
for the workmen in their own factories and for the farmers 
in all of the States of this Union whose markets are curtailed by 
the condition they are enforcing. They are giving employment 
to orientals just across the line who are not permitted to come 
into the United States and compete with our workmen. I am 
opposed to their entrance to the United States, but even then 
we would feed and clothe them from our farms and factories, 
but we permit them to compete with our workmen and be fed 
and clothed by a foreign country. This policy is grossly unfair 
to everybody in this country. 

Mr. KORELL. That is very true. But what I said just 
preceding the gentleman's statement is not all. There are many 
kindred and dependent operations to lumbering activities. They 
too aTe being forced to idleness and will shortly sustain losses. 
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Among these I might mention the railroads, merchant marine, 
saw manufacturers, machinery houses, leather-belt makers, 
chain, cable, and wire manufacturers, tool houses, and many 
other manufacturers too numerous to enumerate. General com
merce always shares in losses, distress, and idleness, and the 
final _result of the collapse of the lumber and shingle industries 
will be that American labor, American business, and American 
industry will lose a,pproximately $500,000,000 yearly just to 
satisfy the greed of American investments ·in foreign mills and 
timber. 

Idleness will only serve to create greater farm surpluses, to 
lower farm-product prices, to completely destroy the home value 
of farm tariffs, to depreciate mill and business properties, to 
produce mill and business failures, and in the end depreciate 
farm values, and at the same time increase farm taxes and 
taxes on other properties remaining out of the bankruptcy 
courts. Such are the certain and inevitable results from idle
ne s to labor and industry. From that there can be no escape, 
for government must continue. Taxes must be paid. And when 
factories, mills, and mercantile establishments pass out of exist
ence that forces increased taxes on remaining properties. 
Farms are of the soil and indestructible, and must therefore 
eventually bear the brunt of any distress that exterminates 
industry and commercial activities. 

The intent of Canada is clearly to retain her lumber tariffs 
for the purpose of holding her markets for Canadian produc
tion, Canadian labor, and Canadian industry. Against that 
there can be no just compJaint. That is Canada's fair right. It 
is a soumt national policy through which Canada has obtained 
and now holds an enormous lumber and shingle production ad
vantage over lumber and shingle production in the United 
States, and Canada can not be blamed for retaining those 
advantages as long as the United States Government will permit 
their retention. 

The gentleman from Iowa, a member of the Ways and Means 
Committee, and one who should know the real facts, stated" the 
lumber situation is different from any other situation we have." 
So it is . . No other industry is discriminated against as is the 
lumber industry. It is the football in connection with the pend
ing tariff bill. Never before have foreign interests so arro
gantly attempted to dictate the tariff policies of an American 
Congress, and never before have American and Canadian inter
ests so brazenly threatened to defeat all Members of Congress 
from certain sections for reelection if they sh-ould dare to vote 
for lumber and shingle tariffs. That is the situation that is 
"different from any other situation we have." It is the bold 
effrontery of the Canadian lobby in the United States. 

The gentleman furth.er stated, " There are shingle mills that 
have gone broke. Lumber mills have gone broke." 

lle admits the industry's distress and the needs for tariff 
adjustment, but he nevertheless demands a free market for the 
foreign lumber and shingle products of foreign interests. He 
claims timber ownerships have had much to do with mill fail
ures and refers to charts and claims showing timber holdings. 
With the greatest respect fol' the sincerity, industry, and learn
ing of the gentleman from Iowa, I respectfully submit that if he 
had only taken the trouble to even casually examine the reports 
from which his charts were prepared he would have instantly 
seen that they are misrepresentative. 

Reference to these reports are most interesting, even if they 
are thoroughly in error. They are found on page 5492, CoN
GRESSIONAL RECORD, November 13, 1929, and somewhat revised 
on page 4373, CONGRESSIONAL REoon.n, February 27, 1930. It 
was claimed the Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. ·and affiliated inter
ests own 60 per cent of the timber of the State of Washington. 
That claim having been proven false from the face of the sur
vey, the claim of ownership was later reduced to 37 per cent in 
the revised report. The timber stand of Washington is 282,645,-
481,000 feet. The Weyerhaeuser Timber Co. and affiliated in
terests are represented, according to acteal additions of the 
listed holdings in the survey, to own 57,600,000,000 feet, and 
according to the statement on page 4570 of the CoNGRESSIONAL 
REcoRD to own 100,000,000,000 feet, or control that amount. The 
latter amount is more than three times the actual holdings of 
the Weye.rhaeuser Co., and the misleading statements show the 
resort to which lumber and shingle tariff opponents have gone 
in attempting to hide the real tariff issues involved. 

It is interesting to note that the Snoqualmie Lumber Co., a 
Weyerhaeuser company, is said to own or control 7,000,000,000 
feet of timber in King County, Wash. The Snoqualmie Co. 
actually owns less than 2,000,000,000 feet, and the 5,000,000,000 
feet remaining, which it is represented the Snoqualmie Co. 
controls, is the property of the United States Government. This 
can be verified from Government records in the city of Wash
ington. But little mistakes like these ' are minor matters to 

Canadian lobbyists when they are seeking to hide their real 
reasons for opposition to .lumber and shingle tariffs. 

The figures of this Canadian lobby survey afford many very 
interesting revelations. For instance, thei'e is a disclosw·e of 
how the lobby secure their data. Upon this point it will be 
noted that the tables submitted show the Milwaukie Land Co. 
as the owner of 7,500,000,000 feet and that this in turn is 
represented as being the equivalent of 8 per cent of Washing
ton's timber_ What is 8 per cent of 282,645,481,000? It is 
2.2,611,638,480 or 2.6 per cent, but 8 per cent sounds biggei' than 
2 per cent. Hence the larger figure has been used. 

Take the case of the Long-Bell Lumber Co. The percentage 
shown is about doubled. Many other percentages are also 
erroneously represented. The same queer figuring appears in 
the charts exhibited in the House of Representatives on May 2. 
Many of the figures appearing in the charts were taken from the 
survey. Figures in the remaining chaJ'ts, with one exception, 
while spoken of as Tariff Commission figures, s"Qow upon their 
face that they are merely the figures of the Pacific Lumber and 
Inspection Bureau, an organization without any official stand
ing. They do not correspond with the Government figur~s that 
are obtainable here in Washington. 

As I have already stated, the listed large company holdings, 
including Government timber, and all other errors, total 105,~ 
300,000,000 feet. That is just 4.5 per cent of 2,214,000,000,000 
feet, which is the total Nation's timber stand. There must; 
therefore, remain for the little fellow and numerous other 
holders of timber 95.5 per cent, and this is owned by 946,871 
American farmers and other citizens of 46 States of the Union. 
The Canadian lobbyists represent the fight to be against the 
timber owner, and it must therefore be against the little fellows 
owning 95.5 per cent of the Nation's timber as well as against 
the 4.5 per cent of the big fellows' interests. However, timber 
ownership is just a bit of smoke-screen to hide the interests of 
the foreign mill and timber owner who wants to retain American 
markets as a dumping ground for his surplus products. 

The gentleman exhibited a chart showing an export to Japan 
of 316,023,000 feet of logs from Washington, Oregon, and British 
Cohimbia. The Department of Commerce in Bulletin No. 3, 
Domestic Exports, shows the United States export to have been 
20,272,000 feet of fir and 282,237,000 feet of cedar. That shows 
the United States shipped about 90 per cent of the asserted total 
instead of 71 per cent, and it also shows that the person who 
furnish-ed the figures for the Congressman was merely guessing. 

No explanation is given of the fact that 89 per cent of the total 
shipment is of cedar, nor of the further fact that a very con
siderable portion of the export is Port Orford cedar, grown 
only on the west coast of Oregon, and a wood purchasable only 
from Oregon and very much preferred by the Japanese. 

The export lumber claimed as going to Japan presents a dif
ferent case. The gentleman stated it to have been 667,349,936 
feet. The same bulletin referred to shows the United States 
export to have been 415,249,000 feet. Some other country there
fore must have shipped 252,100,000 feet, or 37 per cent of the 
alleged total, instead of 28.9 per cent. 

The export to China is given as 377,957,457 feet. Again th~ 
same bulletin shows the United States .shipment to have been 
123,072,000 feet, or that nearly 70 per cent, instead of 11.7 per 
cent, was shipped by some country other than the United States. 

Other numerous errors in the export iigures appear in th~ 
same proportion to those noted, but the ones checked are surely 
sufficient to show that the figures of the Canadian lobbyists are 
utterly unreliable. There is no telling how, when, or where 
they got them. It is highly probably they were like Topsy-they 
"just grew.'' 

Neither should it be overlooked in making comparisons that 
the American lumber business is a business of 125,000,000 
people. That of Canada is a business of on1y 10,000,000 people. 
A Sears-Roebuck store should hardly be compared to a corner 
grocery when it is sought to c-ompare amounts of business. . 

The gentleman from Iowa presented a chart assertedly pre
pared from Tariff Commission figures showing higher shingle 
production costs in British Oolmp.bia than in Washington and 
Oregon. The Tariff Commission pointedly stated that log, la
bor, and transport rates were lower in British Columbia than in 
Washington and Oregon. That is a fact well known to the gen
tleman, and it is verified on pages 7, 11, and 21 of the log report, 
and 11, 23, 49, and 72 of the shingle report. There is not and 
can not be any question as to higher cQsts in Washington and 
Oregon if credence can be placed in the Tariff Commission's 
report and the duly constituted tariff fact-finding body of the 
United States. 

Concerning the Russian menace, the gentleman from Iowa 
stated that Russian lumber sold for $38.74 per thousand feet. 
No doubt he is coxrect if he is quoting a retail price, but if a 
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wholesale price, some consideration should be given to what is 
otherwise reported. The Soviet Union Year Book, 1929, states 
the returns to Russian exporters amounted to $14.50 per thou
sand feet of lumber, and that such a procedure is and has been 
productive of devastation and waste, but they are conditions 
forced from the no lumber protection tariff policy of the United 
States that forces unequal competition with low production costs 
of foreign lumber and shingle producing nations. 

Mr. SUMMERS of Washington. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. KORELL. Yes. 
1\Ir. SUMMERS of Washington. If the gentleman will per

mit, I would like to comment on that Russian situation. In 
the tariff debate the other day it was emphasized that we had 
little competition from Russia, and a letter was read from some
body in the Department of Commerce stating that we would 
probably not have much competition within the next few years, 
but on the day that speech was made on the floor of this 
House representatives of the Soviet Government were examin
ing and studying lumber mills in the State of Mississippi with a 
view to taking the same kind of mills into Russia for the pur
pose of cutting up confiscated timber, and those mills to be 
operated by workmen who receive the equivalent of 50 cents 
a day, in order that they may ship their lumber here and com
pete with our lumber producers and with our workmen. I say 
they were in this country the day that speech was made examin
ing our mills with a view to taking large numbers of these 
mills into the Russian and Siberian forests to compete with us. 

1\Ir. KORELL. I believe the gentleman's statement to be 
correct. The letter to which he referred was a letter from 
Mr. Axel H. Oxholm. 

The letter, at most, contained merely a mass of guesses. The 
Soviet Union Yearbook for 1929 relates the plans of the Soviet 
Government for lumber production, expansion, and exploitation, 
Regardless of what Mr. Oxholm or anyone else may guess, the 
historic fact remains that Russia has quickly jumped to fhst 
place as a nation in lumber exports, and that lumber production 
expansion has increa~ed faster than was either planned or 
anticipated by the Soviet Union. 

This is the history of the lumbering industry of the North- · 
west for the past 17 years, and in addition to waste and de
vastation, forced by free lumber and free shingles, the un
profitableness of lumbering operations have greatly retarded 
reforestation activities, and repeated and continued periods of 
mill idleness have almost completely stopped the reclamation of 
cut-over lands. These enormous losses will not fall only to the 
people of the Northwest. They will spread, as I have already 
stated, to every section of the Nation, to the manufacturers of 
the East, the planter of the South, and the producer of the 
West and Mid West, for lumber workmen total hundreds of 
thousands and they buy in all the markets of the Nation. 

The gentleman from the State of Minnesota, the home of the 
opposition to lumber and shingle tariffs, because of the fact 
that a considerable number of Americans live there who have 
large inYestments in Canadian mills and timber, is a staunch 
opponent of lumber and shingle tariffs. He argues for free 
lumber, free shingles, and high farm tariffs, but says compari
son of farm tariffs with lumber and shingle tariffs are unfair 
comparisons. Both are products of the soil, crops produced 
from the same lands; the difference being that it takes longer 
to produce the timber crop than it does to raise the wheat, oat, 
corn, or bay crop. 

The gentleman makes the statement: 
Income tax reports for the year 1929 show that a large number of 

lumber and shingle mills in Washington and Oregon that own their 
own timber have prospered, and they are prospering. 

It sliould be noted that the gentleman specifies the year of 
1929. It is an absolutely safe assertion that he has no report 
of the income taxes for 1929, and if he doubts the losses of 
lumbering operators he should refer to the report of the Com
mission of Internal Revenue of date of l\Iay 14, 1929, showing 
the combined net incomes of 37 representative lumber and 
shingle manufacturing companies engaged in lumbering opera
tions. This report shows that in 1923 these 37 corporations lost 
$86,573, that they lost $66,658 in 1924, that they made $96,514 
in 1925, that they lost $38,182 in 1926, and that they lost $37,622 
in 1927. It is also perfectly safe to assert, because it is a posi
tive fact, that these 37 representative corporations lost money 
during the years of 1928 and 1929, but the report did not and 
could not have included those years at the date of the report. 

A recent investigation has been made by the National City 
Co. of the fir-lumber industry. Because it so clearly shows the 
depressed condition of the industry I ask leave to incorporate a 
brief statement made by the National City Co. as a result of its 
investigation : 

During a brief period of approximately 15 ·months, commencing In the 
autumn of 1926 and extending into January, 1928, the National City 
Co. bad rather close contact with the fir-lumber situation of the Pacific 
Northwest, and undertook a survey of conditions in this industry. The 
survey embraced not only an economic study of the lumber situation 
generally, but an analysis of balance sheets and earnings statements 
over a period of five years of approximately 100 different concerns en
gaged in logging or manufacturing operations, or both. 

" The combined balance sheets of 104 concerns showed current assets 
of approximately $38,500,000 and current operating liabilities and accru
als of $11,600,000. Their fixed . assets of all kinds were carried on 
their books at approximately $240,000,000. Their liabilities other than 
current operating liabilities aggregated approximately $90,250,000, of 
which approximately $63,000,000 were funded and the balance repre
sented by current obligations. As against this portrayal of resources 
and liabilities, the most striking factor developed by the figures was the 
low annual earnings returned from the employment of this vast aggre
gation of timber resources, mill facilities, and man power. The figures 
speak for themselves. After providing for operating charges, deprecia
tion, and depletion, there remained as net income available for the pay
ment of interest and taxes the following sums : 

lill~ii~~i:~~~~~~-:~~~~~:t~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ · f::itl:~~ 
" That the fir-lumber industry by the end of 1926 had reached a low 

ebb of vitality is the only possible· deduction from the analysis given." 

Considerable comment has been made about Canada being 
the best customer the United States has. A glance at the 
!umber and shingle exports to that country does not confirm 
the statement. Past statements have shown we annually im
port from Canada about 1,500,000,000 feet of lumber and 
2,229,000,000 shingles. According to the Department of Com
merce Bulletin No. 3, Domestic Exports, we shipped to Canada 
in 1928, 140,906,000 feet of logs and other lumber products, and 
that we exported to Canada 7,286,000 shingles. The lumber 
export is about one-tenth as large as the lumber import from 
Canada, and the shingle export to Canada is about 0.035 per 
cent of the shingle import. Recent press reports show a decline 
in Canadian imports · from the United States and an increased 
export fr9m Canada to the United States. The final analysis 
of the Canadian import question is that they buy from us what 
they do not themselves produce or can not purchase elsewhere 
at a lower cost. It is rather absurd to pretend they ·buy from 
us through a desire to be our patrons or to show us special 
favors. The rule of buying in all cases of imports is to buy 
where the desired article can be purchased at the lowest cost, 
and that is Canada's policy, the same as that of any other 
nation. 

Much stress has been placed on the question of mills owning 
their own timber. There are thousands of mills in the United 
States that do not own their own timber. They are the little 
fellows that to date have helped to prevent too great a ce»
tralization of mill and timber ownerships. They are the mills 
that have very largely helped to keep down the prices of lumber 
and shingles but seemingly they are the mills, these little fel
lows, that the opponents of lumber and shingle tariffs would 
seek to destroy. If it be the aim of lumber and shingle tariff 
opponents to create greater centralization of mill and timber 
ownerships they are certainly working strongly to that end, 
for the foreign mill and timber interests are the large interests. 
and as soon as the small interests can be destroyed and the 
little fellows dliven to bankruptcy the big fellows on both side3 
of the international boundary can then combine and demand 
whatever price they may wish for their products, but first they 
must destroy the little mill and bankrupt the little fellow. A 
moment's thought will clearly show there is more real danger 
of increased lumber prices from centralized ownership of mills 
and timber than could possibly result from any tariffs Congress 
might be induced to place against foreign importations of lum
ber and shingle products. 

In conclusion, I insert part of a~ editorial of The 1\Ioming 
Oregonian appearing in the issue of that paper dated May 6, 
1930. It summarizes the situation of the Northwest and states 
the alternatives that are faced by the representatives of the 
lumber States. 

LUMBER HIT BY COMBINED BLOCS 

Joining forces in an unnatural alliance, the agricultural Mid West and 
the industrial East. dealt a severe blow to the lumber industry of the 
Pacillc coast and the South by refusing to place any protective duties on 
forest products. The old fight for free raw materials that ~mter into 
protected finished products is renewed. Formeny the industrial East 
fought to place products of the farm on the free list or under low 
duties. In the tariff struggle now _drawing to a close the Democratic-
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Insurgent coalition from the Mid West and the South has contended for 
mot·e protection on farm products. no increase on manufacturers, but 
these contending forces combined to deal a body blow at lumber. All 
of which shows that each element forgets protection as a national 
policy, votes for its selfish interest, and the devil take the interest that 
is short of enough votes. 

If there were such a thing as gratitude in tariff politics, the lumber 
States would have a strong claim on the farming States for some 
return for a id given in obtaining farm relief laws. The delegations 
from the Pacific Northwest States have at times gone beyond reason 
in supporting the claims of agriculture, but there has been no reciproc
ity. Tbe lumber industry is the best borne market for the farmer, 
but he does not hesitate to throw it away for the sake of cheap 
lumber. 

American lumber is now exposed to attack from all sides and is 
utterly undefended by the tariff which protects almost every other 
industry. Russian lumber is driving the American proouct out of 
Japan, China, and northern Europe, where FinJand also enters the con
test. Expatriated American capital imports Canadian lumber in com
petition with the American product of capital that has remained Amer
ican. Exposed to severe competition in both the domestic and the for
el&n markets~ the American lumberman must buy food products on a 
highly protected market but must sell his product in a free-trade mar
ket. He can make with good cause the same complaint which the 
farmer has made without cause. He may now choose between forming 
a lumber bloc to secure protection and becoming an out-and-out free 
trader in order to reduce his cost of production. 

But the battle yet to be fought out over the debenture and the flexible 
tariff raises doubt whether the tariff bill will become law in any form. 
On those two issues the majority of the House stands firmly behind 
President IIoover. The latter's letter to Representative· TILSON is a 
plain intimation that he would veto a bill providing the debenture. The 
case for legislative instead of executive control of the flexible tariff has 
been made too weak to stand against the President's argument. When 
Congress has consumed 15 months over a tariff bill, there could be no 
assurance of p1·ompt action on a bill to revise a single duty or that such 
a bill would not be extended to the entire tariff. Being able to boast of 
having gained much for the farmer, the Senate coalition might well 
hesitate to lose this advantage by inviting a veto against which it could 
not muster a two-thirds vote of both Senate and House. 

The lumber States can view the possibility of a veto with indifference, 
for they have nothing to lose by it, having already lost all they hoped 
to gain. A veto should tame the arrogance of the farm bloc and may 
teach the farmers that to trample on all other interests is not the best 
way to serve their own. Their power to gain the utmost for their 
group of interests has reached its climax in the present tariff debate, and 
the profit is dubious. That is the result of rupturing parties and build
ing factions out of cla ·ses or sections. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. SINcLAIR.] 
A SYSTEM OF RESERVOIRS FOR FLOOD CONTROL AND AS AN AID TO 

AGRICULTURE AND NAVIGATION 

Mr. SINCLAIR. Mr. Chairman and members of the com
mittee, during the hearings held about two years ago by the 
Committee on Flood Control of the House, there appeared 
before us Hon. John F. Stevens, chief engineer in the building 
of the Panama Canal, and the man whose plans for that great 
undertaking were adopted. Among other things, he stated at 
that time that "sufficient data had not been accumulated in 
order to prepare a comprehensive plan of flood control" for the 
floods on the Mississippi River and its tributaries. That state
ment, Mr. Speaker, coming from so eminent an engineer; prob
ably the foremost in this country, impressed the committee 
most profoundly. That idea was embodied in the legislation 
which was later prepared, being the specific section in the law 
enacted May 15, 1928, providing for the study and survey of 
the tributaries of the Mississippi River system. 

To-day we are facing the necessity of amending the flood 
eonb:ol act and still, notwithstanding the fact that provision 
was made for obtaining authentic infonnation for our guidance 
in detern1i.ning a comprehensive plan, enough progress has not 
been made for us to determine upon a plan. I am advised by 
the War Department that these surveys of ~e tributaries 
provided for in the law are now being made as rapidly as 
possible, and that a preliminary report may be expected ~is 
summer, or before the next session of Congress. A great deal 
of statistical material has been collected already, both scien
tific and accurate, which, while valuable and convincing to 
some still is not sufficient as a basis on which to build the 
greatest engineering work ever undertaken in this country. 

When Congress passed the present flood control act we were 
forced to act hastily and upon immature plans because of the 
great pending eJ:p.ergency. The plans of the Chief Army Engi
neer seemed the best within the limits of cost set for us. No 
gne seriously believed that the Government could take a large 

acreage ·of farm or timbered lands for :flood and spillway pur
poses without just compensation to the owner s, and it was 
obvious to Congress that that part of the plan was sure to meet 
with opposition in the courts. That is exactly what has hap
pened. The courts have restrained the Government from pro
ceeding without first paying for the rights which it seeks to 
exercise over private property. In consequence of this action, 
President Hoover, therefore, has very wisely withdrawn all 
construction work on this portion of the :flood plan until the 
whole question can be again reviewed by the engineers for 
further recommendations to Congress. 

The feasibility of fuse-plug levees and :flood ways has been the 
subject of much conflicting opinion among engineers, as well 
as laymen, ever since this method was advanced in the Jadwin 
plan. Prominent engineers familiar with the :floods of the 1\lis
sissippi have pronounced them inadequate and of doubtful 
value. In addition, the flood ways required to carry a super
flood must now be paid for in advance, and this will involve an 
unjustifiable expense. It was in accordance with that view 
that the obligation of finding a better and cheaper plan was 
thrown back on Congress by the President. The adopted project 
included -in the act of 1928, besides providing for the strengthen
ing and raising of the levees and completing the river-bank 
stabilization, also provided for three main :flood ways. In the 
case of a maximum :flood it was proposed to pass the water 
from the main channel of the river into the flood way by fuse
plug levees in order to reduce the :flooding at certain points. 
One :flood way was to be located in Missouri, another in Arkan
sas and Louisiana, and the third in Louisiana below Red River 
to the Gulf. This plan was adopted by Congress in the 
thought that the damages for the :flooding of private property 
would be assessed when the damage occurred, estimated to 
occur at intervals of from 3 to 10 years. However, the courts 
have taken a different view of the matter, and have held 
that by express design of the plan these areas are to be :flooded 
and used as :flood ways, and that the damages expected are due 
to the property owners at the initiation of the :flood-control 
works. 

The three main :flood way or storage areas provided for are 
on the west side of the river. The citizens of Kentucky, Ten
nessee, and :Mississippi insist that there are two additional 
storage basins on the east side of the river, not provided for in 
the Jadwin plan, but nevertheless equally damaging to their 
property as a result of the proposed works on the opposite side 
of the river. The flood ways contemplated, however, are the 
Missouri diversion in southeast Missouri, the Boeuf Basin 
:flood way in Arkansas, and the Atchafalaya River in Louisiana. 
The amount of water to be diverted down these :flood ways is to 
be controlled by levees made of softer or looser earth which will 
give way or blow-out when a certain height is reached by the 
river. In the opinion of many engineers, these levees are of 
doubtful control No one can say accurately with what force 
or volume the water from the main channel will pass out into 
the :flood way, nor whether it will cease to :flow through, once it 
breaks over when a given volume has been released. 

It is sufficient for our present consideration to know that it 
will positively inundate a large area and ruin the property of 
many people, and that this will be done deliberately by a pre
meditated plan of the Government to do that very thing. It 
is obvious that the Government must then be responsible for 
the damages to private property resulting therefrom. 

The Missouri :flood way embraces an area of about 145,000 
acres, affecting 3,500 people, dispossessing them of their homes 
and property, and costing approximately $30,000,000. The Boeuf 
Basin :flood way contains 1,440,000 acres with a backwater area 
of 1,085,000 acres additional. The population now living in this 
basin is about 70,000, and the value of the land used as a :flood 
way is estimated at $126,000,000. The Atchafalaya :flood way 
covers 1,190,000 acres with a population of about 40,000. The 
cost of this :flood way is estimated at $180,000,000. Here is a 
total additional expenditure of $336,000,000 which the Federal 
Government must assume if it shou](~ complet~ the :flood works 
contemplated in the adopted project. 

Further, there is at least another $3QO,OOO,OOO of estimated 
damages in these :flood-way areas, to railroads, highways, towns, 
cities, telephone and electric light P.roperties, river improvements 
and revetments that must be counted in, according to the esti
mates submitted to the committee two years ago by General 
Jadwin. At that time it was held that all this expense should 
be borne by the local and State interests. It is safe to assume 
that the total cost to the Federal Government of the adopted 
project under the act of May 15, 1928, with the additional in
terpretations by the courts in recent decisions, would be well 
over a billion dollars. 

When the legislation was under consideration by Congress 
many Members were troubled by the conflicting phraseology of 
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the bilL It provided -for an -adopted project · and the creation 
of a commission to make further studies and surveys, and that 
this commission should reconcile the adopted plan with other 
plans suggested by the commission, and that if full approval 
could not be had as to all the engineering differences, the com
mission should make a recommendation to the President. The 
result of all this seemingly conflicting language is that approval 
of the flood-way portion of the Jadwin plan has not been given 
by the President, ~nd all progress on that phase of the work 
has been held up for further study. The difficulty was that 
Congress faced a grave emergency at the time of the enactment 
of the legislation, and attem};)ted to pass a comprehensive flood 
control bill without sufficient data on which to base it. Many 
Members knew that the bill as passed could neyer be carried 
out without the expenditure of a vastly greater sum than was 
proposed in the measure. The same problem is still before 
Congress and will require definite action when the surveys and 
studies to be made on the tributaries become available. 

Practically every engineer of note who appeared before the 
Flood Control Committee voiced the opinion that the ideal plan 
for controlling floods on the great Father of Waters is by means 
of reservoirs. The only question raised was that of cost. No 
accurate estimate was presented or obtainable as to the cost of 
this mode of control, and therefore in the law as enacted sec
tion 10 was inserted which-

Provides for the survey of all tributaries of the great river with a 
view to controlling flood water by means of reservoirs and their etl'ect 
upon floods · in the lower valley, the benefits that will accrue to naviga
tion and agriculture from the prevention of erosion and spta.ge, the 
capacity of the soils to receive and hold waters, thl"income to be derived 
and the extent to which such waters may be made available for public 
and private uses, and the stabilizing effect on stream flow of the 
retained waters as a means of preventing erosion, siltage, and improving 

. navigation. 

It is believed that this method of flood control will prove to 
be entirely effective, and it is in the interest of national economy 
that it be given most careful study. These surveys provided for 
in the law should be prosecuted to completion at the earliest 
possible date in order that the information thus obtained be 
made accessible to Cong1·ess, and legislation for a permanent 
and comprehensive plan expedited. The present law makes no 
provision for saving these run-off waters. It proposes to waste 
forever what should be conserved as a great natural resource. 

Source stream control for the elimination of floods on the 
:Mississippi River is no new proposal. We find that it has been 
suggested from the very earliest history of floods on the great 
river. However, this method has been given no consideration 
for the last 40 years because the A-rmy engineers were so thor
oughly convinced of the superiority of their plan of " levees 
only" that they gave no thought to any other. Even after the 
great calamity of 1927 both the Chief Engineer of the Army and 
the Mississippi River Commission, with a record of 40 years of 
monumental failure back of them, made the levee system the 
':>asis of their recommendations. They merely increased the 
iimensions of the levees, with diversions and spillways added. 

Reservoirs and source stream control was given only the most 
cursory notice. 'Vith reference to- the inadequate treatment of 
reservoirs by the Boa1·d of Army Engineers, I feel that it is 
not amiss to call attention here to the fact (in order to indicate 
the bias and prejudice of these men) that the officer detailed to 

_make the examination of some 500 reservoir sites as a possible 
means of flood control was not only an officer of the Army but 
was also at the same time acting as an executive of a large 
utility and power company. He was on half pay with the Army 
and giving most of his time to the power company. He made 
what might be termed a worm's eye or swivel-chair inspection 
of the 500 reservoir sites and rejected practically all of them 
as flood-control factors. Since then it has developed, through 
the investigations of another body, that the power companies 

. were engaged at that very time in the wholesale business of 
buying and influencing newspapers, the teachers, schools, and 
colleges of the Nation in an effort to discredit public ownership, 
'Jevelopment, and control of electric-powe1· sites and electrical 
·mergy for the use and benefit of all the people. Would it be 
too much for us to infer that they had also made overtures 
toward effectively influencing the views and opinions of the 
engineers of the Army? 

President Hoover is an able engineer, and he very promptly 
stopped all diversion and flood work provided for under the 
adopted project when the courts decided that the owners of 
this property embraced in the floodways must be paid for it in 
advance. It is now up to Col).gress to provide some other plan. 
In the meantime the work of bringing the levees up to the 
.st~udard grade and section can be pushed vigorously to comple-
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.tion. Also, bank ·revetments and channel -stabilization can be 
· continued in the interests of navigation. These works are of a 
permanent character and will take several years to complete. 
Then, when the tributary surveys and studies are available, a 
final plan of flood control can be adopted by Congress. I am 
convinced that when the report of these investigations is before 
u~ the wisdom of reservoir construction as a means of flood 
control will be fully demonstrated. 

There is enough evidence from various authentic sources to 
indicate the success of source stream control as one of the 
factors of this comprehensive plan. In addition to terracing 
and soil absorption, the proposal includes a system of reservoirs 
in the upper regions of the basins of the Missouri, the upper 
Mississippi, the Ohio, the White, the Arkansas, and the Red 
Rivers and their tributaries: Preliminary studies disclose the 
fact that there are known reservoir sites on each of these 
streams which will afford storage facilities adequate to reduce 
flood stages at Cairo, IlL, to the extent of 11 feet during a 
possible maximum flood. It is believed by some that this reduc
tion may be increased to 20 feet. Had such a control been in 
effect in 1927, there would .have been no flood damages in the 
lower Mississippi River. There have been detailed surveys 
made by competent local engineers of reservoir .sites having 
the following storage capacities : On the upper Mississippi River, 
4,000,000 acre-feet, which will give a reduction of stream flow of 
60,000 cubic second-feet; on the Missouri River, 15,000,000 acre
feet, with a reduction of stream flow of 300,()()() cubic second
feet; on the Ohio River, 10,000,000 acre-feet, which will give a 
reduction of 300,000 cubic second-feet; on the Arkansas and 
White Rivers, 34,000,000 acre-feet, with a reduction of stream 
flow of 500,000 cubic second-feet; and on the Roo River, 6,500,-
000 acre-feet, with a reduction of stream flow of 100,000 cubic 
second-feet. These reservoirs can all be built at an estimated 
cost of $400,000,000, or a unit retention cost of $6.50 per acre
foot. This sum is held by able authorities to be a very reason
able figure. Flood rates of the rivers in 1927 were, respectively: 
Upper Mississippi and above Cairo, Til., 537,000 cubic second
feet; Missouri, 655,000 cubic second-feet; Ohio, 1,000,000 cubic 
second-feet; White and Arkansas, 1,250,000 cubic second-feet; 
Red, 60,000 cubic-second feet. Consequently further reductions 
in the discharge of these rivers during floods can be made by 
additional reservoirs with increasing the capacities of those 
reservoirs already known and under consideration. The annual 
discharge of these rivers is as follows : Missom·i, 82,000,000 
acre-feet; Ohio, 143,000,000 acre-feet; Arkansas and White, 
46,000,000 acre-feet; Red, 42,000,000 acre-feet; upper Mississippi, 
78,000,000 acre-feet. 

There has been a very complete and detailed survey of reser
voir sites made on the headwater tributal'ies of the Ohio River 
by the Pittsburgh Drainage Board. The results of that survey 
show that at a very reasonable cost the flood heights in the city 
of Pittsburgh can be reduced approximately 10 feet by the build
ing of a series of 12 dams and reservoirs. These facts are set 
forth in the report made by the Flood Commission, which are 
available to anyone who wishes to look into the matter. It is 
suggested in that report that the reduction of flood heights on 
the Ohio River can be increased 20 feet by utilizing all of the 
available sites known. 

I am more familiar with the upper Missouri River. In the 
State of North Dakota there is one reservoir site on the Mis
souri River ' above the city of Bismarck which is capable of stor
ing 15;000,000 acre-feet. This proposed reservoir site has been 
very carefully in"testiga ted and a detailed survey made by Mr. 
R. E. Kennedy, State engineer of North Dakota. His plans and 
estimates are for the construction of a reservoir in the Missouri 
River by means of a large earthen dam 'vith a steel concrete 
core. He proposes to build a dam over 2 miles long with a 
maximum height of 175 feet above the river bottom, and a spil1-
way of 1,500 feet. Tl::ie capacity of the reservoir would be 
30,000,000 acre-feet, and the cost is estimated at $47,500,000, or 
$3.30 per acre-foot. Siltage would be deposited in a lake at the 
upper end over a 60-mile area which would take 230 years to 
fill. The dimensions of the lake would be 140 by 1% miles. 
Mr. Kennedy believes that such a reservoir will store at least 
40 per cent of the run-off waters of the Missouri River drainage 
basin. His conclusions are that this improvement will effect 
the discharge of the Missouri River by reducing the flood flow 
at least 80 per cent at Bismarck, and will increase the low-water 
flow at least 70 per cent at the same point. In other words, it 
will have the effect upon the river of giving it a stabilized flow, 
and will insure a constant uniform depth of channel throughout 
the year, which is absolutely necessary in the promotion of 
water navigation. The Government has spent for dredging pur
poses alope on the lower Mississippi River approximately. a 
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million and a half dollars each year for the past five years. 
With a stabilized flow in the tributaries this vast expenditure 
could be practically discontinued. This feature is especially 
important in the case of the upper Missouri, for that river car
ries 80 per cent of the total siltage of the Mississippi River 
system. 

It is estimated by well-informed authorities that the annual 
amount of siltage carried or delivered by the Missouri River is 
over 450,000,000 cubic yards. This amount of solid matter dis
charged into the lower river makes it imperative, in order to 
maintain navigation, to appropriate money continually for 
dredging purposes. If we are ever to have a fixed and pe::-ma
nent channel on these rivers we must devise some means, either 
by reservoirs or otherwise, of preventing erosion and siltage 
along th" length of the upper streams. No better means has 
been suggested than the reser\oir system. The creation of stor
age in the upper Great Plains region by impounding the waters 
in natural reservoirs and ravines will be valuable not only for 
flood control but for navigation, irrigation, water supply in 
tovm and cities, sanitation, and electrical power. The diversion 
channels through which part of the waters thus st.ored may be 
conveyed will add greatly to th.e reforestation and vegetation 
which the Government is so interested in promoting. All of 
this will materially increa e the national income by promoting 
the vegetable, animal, wild fowl, and fish life of the country. 
Such a diversion channel is contemplated in my State, should a 
re ervoir system be adopted. The channel will carry waters from 
the Missouri River across certain portions of North Dakota, 
touch the headwaters of tite James and Sheyenne Rivers and 
empty into Devils Lake. The let'el of this lake will be raised 26 
feet, thus re toring it to its original height as it was in 1881 
when the country was surveyed. 

This diversion project is particularly needed for the health 
and sanitation of perhaps 50 small towns and cities in North 
and South Dakota. All of these towns have an inadequate 
water supply, and the healthfulness and sanitation of their 
communities is thereby endangered. Weather Bureau officials 
claim, with the increased storage of seepage waters due to this 
diversion of flood waters, that the rainfall of the State will be 
heavier. In North Dakota, weather observations indicate that 
the evaporation from the soil in the last 30 years has been 
greater than the rainfall. This is gradually u ing up the sur
plus waters of the subsoil, and if not checked, the soil must 
eventually become dry and barren. This condition prevails in 
much of the Great Plains region. · 

Through diversion, the extra waters now running to waste 
to the ocean can be conserved and returned to the land, where 
it will become valuable to our agriculture. Such a plan will be 
a real farm relief, for the increased unit of production, without 
additional expen e, will convert the farmers' labor from loss 
to profit. It is my belief that with similar storing of the excess 
waters of other streams and tributaries of the Mississippi River, 
and diverting them through the soil, the maximum · floods on 
that great stream can be reduced at least 25 per cent. Before 
such a plan can be formulated it i necessary, of course, that 
a complete study and survey be made. It should be submitted 
to the judgment of a board of expert and impartial engineers, 
who ·hould bave the authority to select the best features of all 
plans. Surely, on the rolls of 20,000 American civil engineers, 
such a board can be selected, capable of olving this problem. 
The work contemplated is to last for all time, and should be 
of such a nature as will afford the greatest safety and economic 
value to the Nation as a whole. 

A further benefit to the people of the Gt·eat Plains region 
resulting from river improvements will be the development of 
water h·ansportation. This area now pays the highest freight 
rate· on its products of any in the Nation. The wheat farmer 
in North Dakota pays on the average 8 cents a bushel more 
to have his crop transported to the terminal market than does 
his neighbor farmer aero s the border in Canada, with whom 
he must compete. Water transportation would greatly reduce 
the costs to market on all imperishable products. The pro
motion of navigation on the Mississippi River will tend to 
cheapen freight rates in the whole region. The farmers of 
North Dakota ship approximately 200,000 carloads of their 
own products annually to markets outside the State, and pay 
a freight bill on them of about $50,000,000. Shipment by 
river would cut this freight charge very materially. No more 
certain " farm relief " could be enacted by this Cong1·ess than 
that which will effect cheaper fi•eight rates. 

I have but briefly suggested the probable benefits that will 
accrue from terracing and soil absorption. The gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BucHANAN] has been instrumental in having legis
lation passed authorizing the Department of Agriculture to 
make studies upon that subject. The gentleman from Oklahoma 
[M:r. STONE} has also gjven a great deal of thought and study 

to this phase of the question, and I believe is working on a plan 
for future legislation that will encourage local interests and 
individual farmers to do a great deal of this terracing work 
and conserve -the waters at the place of their origin. These 
efforts deserve the encouragement of the National Government, 
and such a program of conservation and control of our greatest 
national asset-water-should have the heartiest cooperation 
and encouragement from this Congress. I believe that when 
the proper steps have been taken our flood waters can be turned 
into a ble sing of mighty economic value to the Nation. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. HUDSON]. 

Mr. HUDSON. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
I want to express my appreciation of the fo.rward step in world 
peace by the adoption of the London pact, and I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks thereon. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
There was no objection. 
l\fr. HUDSON. Mr. Speaker, ladies and gentlemen of the 

Hou e, in the time of the general debate on. the naval appro
priation bill to-day I desire to express my satisfaction in the 
accomplishments of the London Naval Conference. It will go 
down in history as of as great importance and significance in its 
1·esults as the Washington Armament Conference. 

The vision of President Hoover in the calling of the confer
ence has, in a large measure, been realized. The Nation rejoices 
with him in its accomplishments. The people of this country 
will support him ln any further steps that may be taken toward 
the establishment of a better world understanding and the lift
ing of the burden of taxation from the shoulders of our citizen
ship that is caused by the maintenance of an excessive arma
ment. 

I want to pause a moment to express the appreciation of 
myself and, I believe, the Members of this House for the 
splendid work of the chairman of this committee, the gentleman 
from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH], and his colleagues in the preparation 
of the bill, for their diplomacy in awaiting the outcome of the 
London conference before . reporting on a naval e1..-penditure 
for the coming year ; the thoroughness with which they have dis
cussed the provisions before us, which are so technical, and the 
fairness of their discussions where there could easily be bitter 
contentions. The Nation is to be congratulated in having a 
chairman of the committee so diligent in preparation and so 
judicial and candid in his presentation. The Nation de ires as 
large a holiday in armament construction as possible in harmony 
with the needs of national defense. 

In this age when inventive genius and scientific skill make 
obsolete so quickly our ships and planes and guns we need to 
have the greater care in huge expansion programs. I for one 
believe our committee has reported a bill which has tried to 
safeguard us in this regard and !"hall heartily support its 
provisions. 

President Hoover has called it a great step in world peace 
because it has brought the consunimation of-
final abolition of competition in naval arms between the greatest 
world powers and the burial of fears and suspicions which have been 
the constant produce of rival warship construction. 

Thus is recorded a long step to the organization of a world 
peace. The Kellogg pact, with the conversations of Prime Min
ister MacDonald and President Hoover, laid the ground work 
perhaps for a greater advance. The hope of a war- ick world 
had looked eagerly for a larger measure of achievement. The 
minds of rulers of the nations have not as yet received the new 
furniture that Premier MacDonald spoke of. The old passions, 
prejudices, suspicions, and jealousies have not entirely vacated 
the reasoning of these minds. There are those who will con
tend that naval armament has been achieved, and on the other 
hand there are those who will as stoutly contend that a sub
stantial reduction has been made possible. 

In the final treaty all five powers agree to a complete battle
ship holiday until 1936. Three powers-the United States, 
Great Britain, and Japan-agree to limit their naval programs 
in all classes of ships for a period of six years. or until 1936, 
and France with Italy agrees to continue their efforts toward 
an understanding which will be in unison with the other 
powers. 

Our concern must not be with naval parity. The gentleman 
from Idaho bas well asked what is meant by parity. What we 
need to be concerned with, and that only, is an adequate de
fense. This may be had and will- be had without building to 
the limit possible under the treaty. 'Ve should not go to its 
limit, which might easily be a burden of .$1,000,000,000 in the 
period covered by the treaty. 
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The limitation agreements are in reality far more important operation costs alone, for each ship amounting to more than 

than the reduction provisions in the establishment of interna- $2,000,000 for each year they otherwise would have remained in 
tiona! confidence and world peace. service. 

HOPEs FOR FUTURE Again, the measure provides for the extension of all battle-
In part 5 which provides for the treaty becoming effective, ship replacement dates until 1936. Within that time, were the 

there is contained an important provision providing for another United States to replace ships that she could replace under 
conference in 1935, at which all five powers will be present. , the Washington treaty, she would replace five completely; and 

Disarmament can not be accomplished by a single act. It five more would be in· process of replacement, all of which, 
-must come step by step as the powers grow more confident. It upon the basis of $37,500,000 per ship, would make a total of 
is our hope that the cause of disarmament will receive added $281,250,000, -which would be needed between now and 1936. 
momentum from the London treaty and that the conference in No one can state to-day that that is an absolute saving. It is 
1935 will bring further steps looking to disarmament. We went a postponement. But by 1936 it may well be that as a result 
a long step forward-at this London conference in the agreement of the conference which will meet the year before, or in 1U35, 
for a battleship holiday and for scrapping battleships. battleships will be entirely eliminated or their numbers re-

The United States, Great Britain, and Japan have agreed to duced to such an extent that the entire amount of $281,250,000 
proceed at once with a reduction of their battleships in num- now postponed may be saved to the Treasury of the United 
bers to 15, 15, and 9 respectively. This will mean a scrapping States, and with corresponding saving to other countries. Other 
of nine capital ships among the three powers, totaling about direct savings will be made through the scrapping of certain 
230,000 tons each for the United States and Great Britain Rnd destroyer and submarine tonnage. 
105,500 tons for Japan. Each Of these powers iS allowed 52,700 FINANCIAL BURDENS AND NATIONAL BUDGETS 
tons in submarines, a light reduction. In the three classes, 
battleships, destroyers, and submarines, we have slight reduc- From the standpoint of burdens that are reflected through 
tions. In airplane carriers no reduction. The figure.s remain taxation that rest upon the peoples of the great world powers, 
the same as the Washington conference. A cruiser basis of it must be remembered that last year the organized military 
between 323,500 and 339,000 tons has been allocated to the powers of the world, including reserves of the several powers, 
United States, which, if we should build to the full allocation aggregated nearly 30,000,000 men. This burden calls for stu
would mean an actual increase in our tonnage of the cruiser pendous money costs. . It must be remembered _.that during tllat 
class. same period the naval ·budgets of the United States, Great 

I want here to insert a table prepared by Chairman French Britain, Japan, France, and Italy were close on to $1,000,000,000 . 
. showing the exact status of our relative armament. It must be remembered that the naval burden alone for- the 

The United States, Great Britain, and Japan-at the time United States was more than $374,000,000. It is more now. It 
the conference convened and as it will be authorized under the can not be disputed that 72 per cent of the annual expenditures 
proposed agreement. of the United States is on account of past wars or the mainte-
Tonnage built, building, appropriated few, or ttu:ed by Washington con- nance of Military and Naval Establishments. l\Iore than that, 

terence as of January 15, 11J30, contrasted with tonnage under London these burdens are mounting. 
conference agreement I shall pass over expenses incurred in Military Establishments 

[Data for January 15, 1930, from data sheet compiled by Office of Naval other than the Navy, but as to the Navy I desire to direct the 
Intelligence, ex<:ept authorization for aircraft carriers, which is taken attention of the House to the tremendous expanse of naval bur
from Washington treaty; data for London conference is from state- dens upon · the world's ~at powers as they have !:!"One forward 
ment of President Hoover of April 11, 1930, and from apparently ~ ~ 
authentic press dispatches] during the last 25 years. 

United States Great Britain Japan 

London 
Tonnage, collier-
Jan. 15, ence 

1930 agree-
ment 

London 
Tonnage, confer-
Jan. 15, ence 

1930 agree-
ment 

Tonnage, 
Jan. 15, 

1930 

London 
conler
ence 

agree
ment 

Tom Tons Tom Tom Tons Tom 
Battleships___________ 523,400 1 460,000 606,450 1460,000 292,000 1 264,900 
Aircraft cmriers______ s 135,000 135,000 a 135,000 135, 000 • 81,000 81, 000 

cr~~~~ti-ill!is~~===== ·--~~·-~~ -6-s.iso:ooo ---~~·-~~~ ·a-iiso;ooo ---~~~~~ --iiii8;45o 
6-inch guns _______ -·-· · ----- 8143,500 ---------- 1189, ~ ------···- 100,450 

Destroyers___________ u 290,304 150,000 196,761 150, uvv 129,375 105, 500 
Submarines__________ 87, 232 52,700 69, 201 52,700 78,497 52,700 

i 1,288, 436 1, 121, 200101,414, 323 1, 136,700111 788,087 713,000 

'About. 
'90,086 tons, built and building. 
• 115,350 tons, built and building. 
4 68,870 tons, built and building. 
~ 18 cruisers. 
a 15 cruisers. 
' 12 cruisers. 
s These figures for United States and Great Britain are interchangeable. 
u Exclusive of 47,598 tons of craft in service but over effective age. Exclusive of 

86,915 tons of craft listed for disposal. 
10 Exclusive of 1,695 tons of craft in service but over effective age. 
u Exclusive ol69,160 tons ol craft in service but over effective age. 
u Includes 61 destroyers (63,991 tons) listed for disposal. 

CERTAIN DIRECT SAVINGS 
Just what money savings may accrue to the several powers or 

to the United States as a result of the conference in event of 
ratification of the treaty involves the fundamental question of 
whether or not the highest interests of our country and the 
world may be served by pursuing a moderate program within 
the limits laid down or by building up to the limit of authoriza
tion in all categories. 

From an examination of the table it will appear that as a 
result of the London conference certain tonnage increases are 
made possible and certain reductions in tonnage required. Let 
us consider both factors. 

Direct money savings that may be made as a result of tbe 
action of the conference, assuming treaty ratification: In the 
first place, as to battleships, the elimination of three battle
ships from tbe fleet of the United States is in itself no negli
gible item, and should result in a saving, in maintenance and 

Naval appropriations of leadittg world powers 

United States ________ --------------------
Great Britain _____ .----------- ___ ._ .! ____ _ 
Japan ______ -- __ --. ___ -------------------. 
France._-------------------------------
Italy. __ --------------------------- -=----
Germany __ -----.--·-------------------- __ 
Russia ____________ ._------------.--------. 

Fiscal year 
Increase<+> 

1-------.-----l or de-
1904 1929 

$109, 196, 123 
173, 548, G58 
17,553,279 
59,740,222 
23, "522, 400 
50,544, ()()() 
60,018,895 

$374, 608, 054 
278, 478, 000 
131, 222, 722 
99,568,000 
63,622,982 
47,764,019 
42,329,289 

crease(-) 

+$265, 411, 931 
+104, 929,942 
+ 113, 669, 443 
+39, 827,778 
+40, 100, 582 
-2,779,981 

-17,689,600 

1\Ir. Chairman, with due regard for the obligations that legis
lative bodies owe to their constituencies, with due regard for 
the sacrifice that must be made by the millions of people in all 
countries of not only comforts of life but in some instances 
bare necessities, regard must be had for ways that will mean 
reduction of burdens of government. 

If this be true, it follows that nations may have regard for 
elements that in the past under competitive building had to be 
ignored: 

First. Financial burdens and national budgets. 
Second. The problem of an even load in navy yards. 
Third. The effect new building or replacement will have upon 

craft of the several types in comparison with the craft that 
other nations will have when the limitation conference of 1935 
or other earlier conference ·may be held. 

Fourth. The actual need from the standpoint of defense modi
fied as will be this need by moderation or conservatism of other 
nations on account of definite negotiations. 

We have good reason to be encouraged in the reductions 
agreed upon and push forward with stronger efforts to encour
age humanity to think in . terms of peace rather than strife. A 
drive to secure a better understanding among each other as 
nations and an earnest effort to dispel jealousy and suspicion 
will lay the groundwork for further disarmament and lift the 
load of taxation from the people of our Nation, and the other 
nations of the world . . 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. SLOAN]. 

Mr. SLOAN. Mr. Chairman and members of the committe~, 
it has become in recent days a POl)Ular pastime, growing into a 
v_ocation on the part of some, to bait _the. Federal ~rm Board, 
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a creature of Congress and the instrumentality which we have 
in this country for legitimate farm relief. 

I find made a part of the records of this House on April 10, 
a letter introduced by a Member from my State, which is signed 
by one Fred A. Marsh, drawing severe strictures upon the Fed
eral Farm Board and its membership, especially former Gover
nor McKelvie, of Nebraska, who is regarded as the wheat mem
ber of . that body and is the editor of the Nebraska Farmer. 

I desire to read as part of my remarks his reply to this let
ter, but I desire to call your attention to page 6852 of the 
RECORD, containing the letter to · which this reply applies. 
Hon. FRED .A. MARSH, 

Regent University of Nebraska, Palmer, Nebr. 
DEAR MR. MARSH: It seems you accepted authorship for a certain 

ful1-9age advertisement published in the Central City RepulJlican under 
date of .April 3, entitled: "The Farm Board-The Chain Store--The 
AmtTican Farmer-The 3-Way Sword." Our mutual friend, Hon. EDGAR 
HOWARD, playfully had this inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and 
referrelj to it as a remarkable statement. 

In that I agree with him:_ 

Says Mr. McKelvie. 
You quote from the editorial in Nebraska Farmer-

Which is the agricultural paper of our State, publshed by 1\Ir. 
McKelvie-
in which · it was stated that during 1929 farm-implement exports from 
the United States amounted to over a hundred and forty million dollars, 
of which 83 per cent went to 10 countries, principally Canada, Argen
tina, and Russia, for the purpose of growing wheat. Your thesis is based 
upon the theory that this machinery is sold at a lower price to the 
foreign farmer than to the American farmer, and Congressman HOWARD 
boldly states that such is the case. Had you taken the time to read 
the testimony of Chairman Legge before the .Agricultural Committee 
of the Senate when the members of the board were being considered 
for confirmation, you would have discovered that the company of which 
he formerly was president never has sold a dollar's worth of machinery 
for export at a lower price than for domestic use. 

Probably we hear no other political statement in our country 
more frequently repeated than the injustice that is done- the 
farmers of this country by the machinery manufacturers in 

. selling their product to foreign nations and their citizens at a 
lower price than the domestic customers are charged. 

Like a great many other people, I believed this was true, 
because it had been said by so many people and repeated by 
others and not usually challenged. This is what I am con-
tributing myself. _ 

I took occasion a few years ago when I was in 10 countries 
of Europe--and I think I understa:nd machinery as well as the 
average Member of this House, probably purchasing as much as 
any _other one, maybe not more-l made a: careful examination 
of this contention in a number of countries of Europe. 

I did find this to be true, that on account of the lack of 
horsepower or other form of power they did use smaller and 
inferior machinery to that usually manufactured for American 
use, but I know enough about machinery and made the compari
son so I feel safe in looking my fellow Members in the face and 
saying that the prices paid there were not beneath the prices 
that are paid here in America for the machinery bought and 
used. I was not, however, in Russia. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Will the gentleman permit an observation of 
my own? 

1\Ir. SLOAN. Yes. 
1\Ir. CLAGUE. A few years ago I drove out to one of my 

farms on which I have a renter, and he was just setting up a 
1\Iassey-Harris harvester which is manufactured in Canada. 
I was a little surprised, and I said to him, " How did you come 
to buy a Massey-Ha.rris harvester?" He said, "I could get 
that for $218 and a McCormick or a Deering of the same size 
is $230." I had to go to Canada and was in the Saskatchewan 
country about a month after this, right during harvest time, 
and I found that the Massey-Harris of the same make and same 
size, was sold at Conquest, Saskatchewan, and at other points 
where I was interested, for $295 and the McCormick or the 
Deering was sold for $295, the same price. The McCormick 
and the Deering were sold here for something like $60 more, 
but the Massey-Harris, made in Canada, was sold there at the 
same price. 

Mr. SLOAN. Yes; and the machine made in America was 
sold higher in Canada than it was here in the United States. 

Mr. CLAGUE. Yes; about $70 higher. 
1\Ir. SLOAN. That was my experience and that was my 

observation. I thank the gentleman from Minnesota for his 
excellent contribution of fact. 

This is testimony given by the man who probably knows more 
about it than any other living person, the chairman of the 

Federal Farm Board. I was not entirely satisfied, and I made 
inquiry of what is considered by many as the best and most 
reliable authority on this subject. Within the last month I 
made inquiry of the Department of Commerce of the Unite_d 
States and asked what was the real fact. I was informed 

· about the investigations that had been made. So frequently 
bad the question come up, so frequently had the assertion been 
made, that they had instituted investigations as best they could 
compating machine prices throughout Europe and here in Amer
ica. The result of their investigations was that the statement 
that machinery made in America was sold cheaper in foreign 
lands than it was in America was unfounded. 

And yet Congressmen sometimes will present letters making 
statements of that kind, when, as a matter of fact, an investiga
tion among those who would know would have prevented any 
such error being made. There is often a theory involved and 
boldly asserted that if the real facts do not fit with the theory, 
then so much the worse for the facts. 

Now, to proceed with the letter: 

Let us then proceed fl'om that point. Implement manufacturers are 
selling their machines for e:J:port at the same price as in this country. 
Is this an offense, considered in connection with the advice of the 
Federal Farm Board to the American wheat farmer to reduce :tcreage? 

Probably the use of these . implements will facilitate an expansion of 
wheat preduction in foreign countries. That would come about anyway, 
for every country that can grow wheat is redoubling its efforts to do 
so, and, American machinery or not, the American farmer never can 
compete in the world market with cheap lands, peasant labor, and low 
water transportation of foreign countries that produce wheat. Bread is 
the staff of life and no country is going to subject itself to the control 
of that essential food by any foreign country, if it can avoid it. Maybe 
this would not come about as soon were it not for the use of American 
farm implements, but to disregard the fact that it will come about, 
and in the meantime not to provide against a thing that is inevitable, 
would be to play the ostrich. The Farm Board sees no practical way to 
make the tal'iff on wheat effective, except to reduce production to sub
stantially a domestic-consuming basis. 

That may be unwelcome to a great many people of the United 
States. But that is the method for making the tariff effective, 
and at the same time providing food for the American people . 
We all know that following every war the first means of re
covery have been increasing simply the product of corn, which 
means maize, wheat, or barley, or the principal grain, whatever 
it may be, because it is the quickest way to recover. The only 
reason we have had good prices for wheat is the failure of the 
great \vheat tie1ds in Russia to recover from the effects of the 
war. I have no doubt that that will yet occur, and the wise men 
in America, both as to corn and cotton, will see to it that their 
production comes rltore nearly to the demand of the people of 
this country-the greatest market in the world-worth, all 
products concerned, ten times more than all the other markets 
on the globe. 

Meanwhile the American implement manufacturer who inct·ea,ges his 
volume by exporting at the domestic price keeps American labor em
ployed and reduces the cost of his machines to the American farmer. 
This is the very oppcsite of theories that would encourage the Ameri
can farmer to produce more and sell the exportable surplus at a lower 
level than the domestic price. It should be borne in mind that thel'e 
is no tariff in this country on fat·m implements. True, there is a tariff 
on steel, but the amount of that tariff reflected to the farmer in a . 
binder is so small as to be almost negligible. The noticeable item is 
the increased cost of labor that goes into that binder. This labor in 
turn consumes the products of the .American farm. Is it the desire to 
strike at our home market by subjecting American labor to the level of 
living conditions of foreign labor? 

Next, by some stretch of the imagination you undertake to associate 
the Federal Farm Board program with chain-store activities by calling 
attention to a request of the chain stores that the tariff on frozen beef, 
frozen mutton, and frozen lam~ be not raised. Certainly that shows a 
disposition to inject prejudice where reason should prevail. While the 
Federal Farm Board has had nothing to do with the prerogative of 
Congress in enacting tariff legislation, it has been the publicly expressed 
opinion of this member of the board that increased tariffs on farm prod
ucts that come into this country in competition with the American 
farmer will turn his attention more to lines of which there is no 
exportable surplus. 

By and large, the program of the Federal Farm Board bas been and 
will be to assist in developing a farmer-owned and farmer-controlled 
marketing system tor the American farmer. In this, measurable progress 
is being made. Three national sales agencies, namely, for grain, wool, 
and cotton cooperatives, have been set up and are now functioning. It 
is the first time in our history that the American farmer has had 
even the prospect of exercising any control over his products at the 
terminal markets. 
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In one place you state, "While the Farm' Board, in a manner that 

has left but a train of more and greater depressed prices after their 
every idiotic action, is unmanning the staple methods of handling ou.r 
grain." Well, maybe it is idiotic to assist the farmer to own and con
trol his marketing system. I am willing to leave that to the farmer 
to answer. 'I-rue, grain prices have declined, but that was in spite of 
the Farm Board activities instead of because of them. I can not reveal 
all of the activities of the grain stabilization corporation, for specula
tors in the market have been all too prompt to take advantage of any 
information thus divulged. 

~t me say that wheat that I marketed of the 1929 crop under 
the as istance that has been given in various cooperative or
ganizations I have obtained probably 25 cents a bushel more 
than I unfortunately shall be able to obtain for that held over 
from 1928, storage shrinkage and expense -considered. 

When all of the facts are known about that actiVity the American 
farmer and every fair-minded citizen will realize that the country was 
saved from a calamity in farm commodity prices equal only to what 
happened to agriculture shortly ·after the war. 

Apropos of the assistance that the Federal Farm Board gave to pro
ducer cooperatives,. you should recall that every important piece of legis
lation Introduced in Congress for the relief or benefit of agriculture had 
cooperative marketing as the central feature. This was regarded by all 
of the exponents of agricultural economic pro~ess as the great desidera
tum. We are undertaking to work out such a program and in the mean
time have invoked the emergency measure of a grain stabilization cor
poration to fill in the gap, pending the complete functioning of that sys
tem. Probably producer cooperation carried to effective ends will inter
fere with some private interests. However much we may regret this, 
it is not new, nor is it within the authority of the Federal Farm Board 
to limit. The course of economic progress in this country is strewn 
with the remnants of systems that were outworn. When such systems 
were abandoned those engaged in them found new places of useful 
service. ·It will be so in this case. So far as this board is concerned, 
our job is to assist in building an improved marketing system for agri
culture, and that we propose to do without fear or favor. 

I can not conclude without remarking upon the strange anomoly when 
a regent of the State University of Nebraska, an instUution that re
ceives hundreds of thousands of dollars of Federal funds to promote 
education and practice in improved methods of farming and marketing, 
places himself squarely in opposition to another 'agency of the Govern
ment that is designed to do the same thing. I might · better have 
expected that such outpourings would emanate from the United States 
Chamber of Commerce. 

Very truly yours, 

[Applause.] 

SAH R. MCKELVIE, 
Member Federal Farm Board. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. PA'ITERBON]. 

Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of 
the committee, we had on the floor of this House a few days 
ago a most remarkable address, a most significant one, one 
which I am sure was vitally interesting to the country. There 
has been a good deal of newspaper comment on it. We had 
also presented a conflicting opinion. I must say, as a new 
Member of this Congress, I have been a little bit hesitant in 
following the gentleman from Idaho, my good colleague Mr. 
F&~cH, for some of his appropriations even seem too large to me. 
But I am one of them that can say after the magnificent 
speech the other day that I am willing to follow the lead of the 
gentleman from Idaho so long as he stands as he did then. 
[Applause.] 

I think this appropriation is very large. I feel that much 
humanitarian legislation is being neglected. I think this might 
be changed, but I do feel that the gentleman from Idaho ex
pressed the sentiment of 90 per cent of the American people. 

There was also presented at that time a contrary view by 
the gentleman from Illinois in relation to our Navy. I hope 
it may be the policy of the country and this Congress to follow 
the ideas expressed here by the gentleman from Idaho, as I 
understood him, rather than the gentleman from Illinois. This 
appropriation seems large to me now, but when we compare it 
with what the gentleman from illinois [Mr. BRI'ITEN] wants 
I am for this. 

There is no one more interested in adequate national defense 
than I. I certainly would not advocate the abolition of the 
police force in any city. I am one of those that believe that 
the country is getting better. I do not think, though, we have 
gotten to the place where we can abolish the police force of any 
important city. Neither would I advocate the abolishing or 
limiting beyond a reasonable degree our national defense; but 
I believe that here we should use discretion in regard to the 
Treasury and spending in the interest of worthy causes wh.ich 
come up from time to time. 

I am a great believer in national peace l!nd national coopera
tion, but I do not believe that we have gotten to 1;be place where 

· we can abolish national defense in this country. I believe in 
the doctrine given to this Congress on that day by the gentle
man from Idaho [Mr. FRENCH], that we should have as small 
a navY and spend as little money as is consistent with adequate 
national defense. There a.re two conflicting ideas in this coun
try and in this Congress. One wants to spend everything pos
sible to build up a great navy and build great battleships to 
become obsolete, and another takes the view of the gentleman 
from Idaho. I am thankful that we have a man of that .idea 
in this Congress, which is to build a navY that is adequate for 
the national defense of the country, and not to see how large 
a navy we may have. I think the gentleman was right when 
he said that it is not essential that we should build up to any 
limitation in agreements that we might come to, in an interna
tional conference. The agreement, rather, is that we shall not 
go beyond a certain limitation. If we are going to bring about 
world peace, we have to follow an idea like that. If I walk 
down the street and say that I am for :Peace, but at the same 
time go armed to the teeth I am very likely to get into trouble 
and not have pea~. The safety and security of nations are not 
assured by great armies and navies. If they had been, Ger
many's future would have been secure, because she had the 
greatest army in the world in 1914, and England would never 
have had to go to war if a great navY had been a security 
against war. 

I was interested· in the statement made by the gentleman 
from illinois [Mr. BRITTEN] that the bill which he has intro
duced represents the policy of the administration. I do not 
know the policy of the administration, and it is not necessary 
for me to say that, because it is natural that I would not, but 
I do not believe the President of the United States and thnse 
who have been close to him would say that that bill represents 
the policy of the administration. The President is a man who 
knows more probably about international affairs than any man 
who has ever sat in the President's chair, and he should be able 
to render greater service in that direction than any man who 
has ever sat in that chair. I have been a consistent follower· 
of his peace utterances, and I do not believe the policy of the 
President is represented in the statement of the gentleman 
from Illinois, unless the President has repudiated some of the 
past addresses that he has made, and I do not believe he 
has. · 

Mr. COLE. I think the gentleman is mistaken about the 
gentleman from illinois [Mr. BRI'ITEN]. He did not say that 
that was the policy of the national administration, but he 
meant the administration of the NavY Department. · 

Mr. PATTERSON. He certainly led the country to believe 
that it was the policy of the national administration. 

Mr. COLE. Then he left a wrong impression. 
Mr. PATTERSON. I hope he did, and I think so myself. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Alabama 

has expired. 
Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield now to the gentleman 

from Ohio [Mr. FITZGER.ALD]. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I want to lay before the 

House certain difficultie. of the Veterans' Bureau, which are 
causing exasperation to the Members. I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD and to include therein cer
tain correspondence. 

The CHAIRMAN. · Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. On April15 I received a letter from Mr. 

Charles White, of Canton, Ohio, the commander of the Depart
ment of Ohio of the Disabled American Veterans of the World 
War, with the astounding and almost incredible statement that 
the Veterans' Bureau regional office at Cleveland, Ohio, was o 
far behind with its work that claims for compensation could 
not expect attention until January of next year. 

I immediately called the attention of General Hines, the Direc
tor of the Veterans' Bureau, to this charge, h oping and expect· 
ing that he would assure me that it was a mistake; but on April 
30 I received the following reply: 

Hon. ROY G. FITZGERALD, 

UNITED STATES VET ERANS' B UREAU, 

Washington, D. 0., Apri~ !9, 19JO. 

House of Representatives, ·washi ngton, D. 0. 
MY DEAR MR. FITZGERALD : I wish to acknowledge receipt of your letter 

of April 17, 1930, relative to the situation alleged to exist in the r egional 
office at Cleveland, Ohio, which was brought to your atten t ion by Mr. 
Charles White, commander of the Disabled American Veterans of the 
World War, Canton, Ohio. 

This subject has been receiving my earnest consideration for some 
time, the regional manager having reported fully to me on the subject 
when the situation first developed to the stage where action was deemed 
essential. 
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It is my privilege to advise you that under date of April 18, 1930, I 

approved the employment of eight additional personnel in the Cleveland 
regional office upon the recommendation of the regional manager that 
this additional personnel could adequately meet the demands upon the 
bureau resulting from .the intensive drive conducted by the ex-service 
organization incident to the filing of claims and the submission of new 
evidence. 

Very truly yours, FRANK T. Hu.'<ES, Director. 

I sent a copy of the letter at once to the State commander 
of the disabled veterans' organization and asked him to let me 
know promptly if after the increase of personnel promised at 
the Cleveland office there was still lax and inefficient service. 
He replied on May 7, stating that the improvement of the service 
was slight and that the " regional manager passes the buck to 
the Washington office and the Washington office passes it back 
to Cleveland." He also inclosed me copy of a letter purporting 
to be written by the regional manager of the Veterans' Bureau 
office at Cleveland, Ohio, on May 5, 1930, to the senior vice 
commander of the disabled veterans, the contents of which were 
recognized as so difficult of belief that the authenticity of the 
copy was attested by a notary public. The letter is as follows: 

UNITED STATES VETERANS' BUREAU, 
Cleveland, Ohio, May 5, 1930. 

This letter r eferred to your file number: In reply refer to R-5. 
Slater, Glenn C. C-1476 885. 

ANTHONY J. LEBUS, 
Seniot· Vice Commander the D ·£sa.bled American Veterans 

of the World War, 204 Piper Arcade, Canton, Ohio. 

DEAR Sm: In reply to your letter of May 3, 1930, Mr. Slater filed 
claim on January 31, 1930. 

For your information, about thirty-five hundred new claims have been 
fil ed since the first of the year, and it will probably be six months before 
some ot' the veterans are examined in connection with their claims. 

This explains why M'1·. Slater has not as yet been called for examina
tion. 

Very truly yours, 

The above is a true copy. 

WM. L. MA.nLrN, 
Regional Manager, Cleveland, Ohio. 

ANTHONY J. LEBUS, Notary Public. 

Is the condition at Cleveland, Ohio, general? If it is, imme
diate and vigorous measures should be undertaken to correct this 
intolerable abuse of our veterans. 

On May 10 I wrote again to General Hines, and assuming that 
the breakdown of the Veterans' Bureau service was confined to 
Cleveland, I suggested the immediate transfer to that city of 
adequate help from other offices. 

These conditions must not be endured. Men may die while 
waiting months for their physical examinations. 

There is complaint of unemployment. Here is an opportunity 
for employment in the service of the disabled veterans which 
would meet universal approval. 

To deny sick and· suffering veterans of the late war considera-· 
tion of their claims for a period of six months wantonly in
creases the misery of these men and their dependents, and sub
jects the Members of Congress, and others who are appealed to 
for help, to an unnecessary burden. 

Many of us are familiar with the obnoxious regulation No. 73 
of the Veterans' Bureau, Vi·hich prevents a fair determination of 
claims of active tuberculosis because of the unwise and arbitrary 
requirements which it impo~es on the sick veterans. There are 
other regulations or policies of the Veterans' Bureau which re
sult in a denial of the benefits of the compensation law to vet
erans. I read you a letter which Members of this House have 
addressed to General Hines, calling his attention to what seems 
to be a wrongful and distorted interpretation of the law by 
which the will of Congress and the American people is thwarted. 

If is these harsh measures of administrat ion which create 
such widespread dissatisfaction, which obscure the generosity 
and bounty of Congress speaking for the American people. It 
is such policies, measures, and regulations which drives Congress 
to almost lavish measures of relief in its exasperation over the 
difficulty of getting the relief already provided to the suffering 
veterans for whom it was intended. · 

Listen to this letter prepared by our colleague, the Hon. PHn.. 
D. SWING, one of the able lawyers of this House, and tell me if 
the administration of the Veterans' Bureau does not offer a field 
for improvement. 

GENERAL FRANK T. HINES, 
United States V eterans' B ureau, 

Wash·ington, D. 0. 

MAY 12, 1930. 

MY DEAR GmNERAL HINES : With increasing frequency we note a 
new practice of your bureau whereby the purport and effect of an 
enactment of Congress is voided, or, at least, nullified in part. 

Section 200 of the World War veterans• act provides: 
"That for the purposes of this act, every officer, enlisted man, or 

other member employed in the active service under the War Depart
ment or Navy Department who was discharged or who resigned prior 
to July 2, 1921 * * * shall be conclusively held and taken to 
have been in sound condition ~hen examined, accepted, and enrolled 
for service, except as to defects, disorders, or infirmities made of record 
in any manner by proper authorities of the United States at the time 
of, or prior to, inception of active service, to the extent of which, 
such defects, disorders, or infirmities was so made of record." 

The basis upon which this language was enacted into law was that 
if a man was good enough to be taken from his home by his Govern
ment and placed in the front-line trenches to shoot at the enemy and 
in return to be shot at, the Government thereafter was estopped to 
say that the man was physically or mentally defective at the time of 
his enlistment unless such defects were noted at the time of enlist
ment ; also, the Government having had their own physicians examine 
the man, there is every reason to presume that he was physically and 
mentally · "in sound condition" except as to physical and mental 
defects found by them at the time they made an examination of him. 

The bureau, I am told, under some Comptr<>ller General's decision. 
has held that this language does not embrace or b~come operative 1n 
the case of a man who was en~isted, but who, at the time of his enlist
ment, had some constitutional inferiority. Hence we find from time 
to time, cases being denied relief on the following basis : 

" Condition is in the nature of a physical or mental inferiority ; 
not a disease or injury within the meaning of the act. Existed prior 
to enlistment; not noted at enlistment; evidence in file shows clearly 
that the condition was not incurred in or aggravated by service." 

Tme, secti<>n 200 says compensation is to be paid !or disabilities 
" resulting from personal injuries suffered or disease contracted in the 
military or naval service," etc., and if that language stood by itself, 
the bureau's finding that the man was "born that way" would be a 
complete and final answer to any and all claims for compensation. 
But the very selfsame section 200 contains the restriction and limi
tation up-on the language regarding personal injury suffered or disease 
contracted in the service. The proviso eXIJressly and definitely, yes, 
conclusively, gives service connection to all disabilities which arose 
during the military service, or within the specified times after discharge, 
unless such disabilities were noted of record at the time of the man's 
enlistment. The provision clothes the claimant with an armor that 
the Veterans' Bureau can n<>t pierce. The Veterans' Bureau may have 
the most conclusive evidence that the man " was that way " when he 
entered the service, and yet if the "defects, disorders, or infirmities," 
were not made a matter of record at the time of his enlistment, they 
can not use their evidence to defeat his claim. Likewise, they are ' 
prohibited from saying that the man was born with the disability, 
because there is no difference in legal effect from saying that and • 
saying that he was that way at the time of his enlistment. The 
purpose of each is t<> undermine and defeat the soldier's claim, and 
the law does not permit this claim to be attcked by a showing that it 
existed prior to the time of enlistment, even from the date of birth. 

The law says he " shall be conclusively held and taken to be in sound 
condition" (and that means both mental and physical) when examined, 
accepted, and enrolled for service, except for defects, di~orders, or 
infirmities made of record at the time of enlistment. Certainly, a con
stitutional mental inferiority is a. "defect, disorder, or infirmity." If 
it was not noted at the time of enlistment the man is "conclusively" 
presumed to have been in sound condition when taken into the service. 
If the contention that is advanced in support of the present practice 
was to have a basis in law, the language would have to be changed to 
read "except as to personal injuries or diseases made of record at the 
time of enlistment." 

For the foregoing reasons, which we think, at least, raise a g~ave 
doubt as to the soundness in law of your present practice, we join in 
requesting that you refer th!s issue to the Attorney General of the 
United States for its proper interpretation. 

Respectfully submitted. 
PHIL D. SWING. 
ROY G. FITZGERALD. 

We are all fond of General Hines. It is impossible to know 
him and not be fond of him. He has a great task, one of the 
greatest and still the most thankless in the administration. 
He must keep his balance in the unremitting pressure for more 
and more from the veterans and their friends on the one hand 
and the demands for economy, efficiency, elimination of waste, 
rigid accounting from those responsible for the sound financial 
program of the administration on the other. We must try to 
help him, and one of the ways is to point out what seem to be 
faults in the bureau, lest impatience and resentment over ill
advised economy lead to extravagance in legislation. 

1\fr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Missouri [1\lr. HALSEY.] 

1\fr. HALSEY. 1\lr. Chairman, it is not my purpose to discuss 
the billion-dollar naval program under consideration. To my 
thinking, the battleship as a means of national defense will soon 
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become as obsolete as the oxcart now is as a mode of trans
portation. 

In addressing the House, I desire first to read a short letter 
addres ed to me by the Bon. H. P. Faris, of Clinton, Mo. A 
banker of that city, an elder in the Presbyterian Church, and 
at one time a candidate for President of the United States on 
the Prohibition ticket. The letter relates to the killing of a 
little 6-year-old girl in February, 1928, in Henry County, Mo. 
The letter, in brief, is a s follows: 

I hear with regret that the " wets " in their eagerness to make out 
a bad case against the " drys " have had inserted in the CONGRESSIONAL 
RECORD the statement that the little Harigan girl, who was killed near 
Windsor, was shot by prohibition officers. Prohibition and its enforce
ment had no more to do with that killing than you had. Tl1e truth is 
a constable at Windsor beard a rumor that some man was badly 
wounded who bad been seen in an auto:nobile between Calboun and 
Windsor and be jumped to the conclusion that it was a bandit car and 
the man had probably been wounded in a bank hold-up. 

He hastily summoned a posse, in which there were three Windsor 
bankers, and took the posse down the highway, where a car was met 
that seemed to fill the description. A halt was ordered. The driver, 
Mr. Ilactgan, seeing the guns, jumped to the conclusion it was a hold-up, 
stepped on the gas and tied. The posse, believing a criminal was try
ing to e. cape, Jx>gan firing, and the poor little girl was killed. 

This brief but true recital of the sad occurrence shows that neither 
prohibition nor the enforcement thereof bad anything to do with the 
tragic affair, but was due to the hasty conclusions of the constable, the 
posse, and the driver of the car. 

The officers were exonerated of all liability, both personal and official, 
and the bankers paid the parents something like the sum of $3,000. 

Distorting facts to gain a point gives poor support to any 
cause. And now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the announced policy 
of the Association Against Prohibition to "smoke out" every 
Member, I also desire to take this occasion to nail my colors 
to its mast as a bone-dry Member of Congress. I am opposed 
to the repeal of the eighteenth amendment or any modification 
whatsoever of the Volstead Act. Above the Speaker's platform 
hangs the emblem of this Nation's authority and power. That 
flag never retreats. ThiS Government can do again what it did 
before--suppress a whisky insurrection. There are as many 
wet cure-ails as there are wets, for the ills of which they com
plain. But they may as well with rushes attempt to dam 
Niagara's cataract as try to substitute the State saloon for the 
eighteenth amendment. The American people will never put a 
white apron on him and make Uncle Sam a bartender for the 
brewer and distiller. And while American womanhood holds 
the ballot, the Stars and Stripes will never again wrap its 
sheltering folds around the wine cask, the beer keg, or the 
whisky barrel. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 30 minutes to the gentle
man from Texas [l\lr. CBoss.] 

PHILIPPINE INDEPENDENCE 

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentlemen of the 
House, I assert that if we would befriend the primary in
dustry of this country, agriculture, if we would maintain our 
international prestige and avoid the destruction, sooner or later, 
of our bil1ion dollar navy, if we would live up to our high pre
tentious and fulfill our oft-made promises and keep our national 
honor unsullied, then we should grant to the Filipinos their 
unqualified independence without further delay. 

Let us visualize for a moment the geographical location of 
this distant tropical archipelago on the nether side of the globe, 
surrounded by oriental waters, bounded on the east by the 
Mariannas, on the south by the Celebes, on the west by the 
Sulu and south China Seas, and on the north by the Bashi 
Channel, beyond which lies the yellow peril. These islands, 
extending for more than a thousand miles in a general north 
and south direction, number 7,083, having an aggregate area of 
115,000 square miles, or approximately the same as that of the 
State of Arizona; Luzon, with 40,000 square miles plus, and 

• Mindanao, with 36,000 square mil~s plus, constituting more than 
two-thirds of the whole. Only 2,448 of these islands, .however, 
are of sufficient importance to have been given names. Sibutu, 
the most southwestwardly of the group, is within 15 miles of 
the east coast of north Borneo, while the northernmost, Ibayat, 
is but 93 miles from the Japanese island of Formosa, or prac
tically within modern cannon shot, while Luzon, the most im
portant in commerce, size, and population, is but 205 miles from 
that Japanese stronghold, and only 450 from Hong Kong. 

'nle distance from the city of Washington to Manila by way 
of San Francisco and Honolulu, is more than 11,000 miles. 
While from the city of New York by way of the Panama Canal 
it is 11,364, and by way of the Suez Canal, 11,521 miles. In 
such an outlandish quarter of the globe do we find these 
queer possessions, and to reach which it is necessary to travel 

over devious, checkered routes practically· half around the 
world. 

And here in this all but inaccessible torrid region we find 
some 12,000,000 souls, a conglomerate of Malayan tribes, with 
a considerable intermixture of Chinese. Withal, a people as 
ultra in physical type, mental concepts, and racial customs, from 
the people of these United States, as can be found between the 
poles. 

HOW WE ACQUIRED POSSESSION 

That the Filipinos joined America in its · conftict with Spain 
fully convinced that as a reward they were to be independent, 
there can be no question. Was not such an assumption on 
their part justified? Had not the American colonies secured 
their independence with the assistance of France? Had we not 
drawn the sword that Cuba might be independent, Congress de
claring at the time that we had no other purpose? 

Mr. LOZIER. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROSS. I yield. 
Mr. LOZIER. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CROss], of 

course, is familiar with the statement made by Admiral Dewey 
shortly after he went to l\I.anila, that the people of the Philip
pines were much better qualified for self-government than the 
Cubans? · 

Mr. CROSS. Yes. There is no question about that. I am 
coming to that directly. Had not our consul general at Hong 
Kong, Mr. Wildman, as far back as November, 1897, been 
discussing with General .Aguinaldo an " alliance offensive and 
defensive," in the event of war with Spain? 

Thereafter, in April, in Hong Kong, had not General 
Aguinaldo been in conliiultation with· Admiral Dewey to the 
same effect? On the 19th of May, Dewey having destroyed the 
Spanish Fleet as well as the battery at Cavite on the 1st, and 
being in sore need of land, forces, had not the United States 
revenue cutter MoOullough been dispatched to Hong Kong for 
Aguinaldo and his lieutenants, and they landed at Cavite? On 
the same day do we not find our consul general at Hong Kong 
cabling our Secretary of State, Mr. Hay, that a large supply of 
rifles should be sent to the Philippines for our "allies"? Not 
only does the record show that our consul general at Hong Kong 
purchased many rifles for the insurgents, which were delivered 
to them at Cavite with the approbation of Admiral Dewey, but 
that the Admiral himself had ordered delivered to them both 
cannon and rifles from the captured Spanish arsenal at Cavite. 

Did Admiral Dewey and the Americans in command at Cavite 
have any doubt as to the purpose actuating Aguinaldo and his 
followers in taking up arms? Was not that purpose made plain 
by General Aguinaldo in his proclamation issued at Cavite on 
the 24th day of May, in these words: 

I again assume command of all the troops in the struggle for the 
attainment of our lofty aspirations, inaugurating a dictatorial govern
ment to be administered by decrees promulgated under my sole respon
sibility and with the advice of distinguished persons until the time 
when these islands, being under our complete control, may form a 
constitutional republican assembly, and appoint a president and 
cabinet, into whose bands I shall then resign the command of the 
islands. 

Induced by this proclamation more than 12,000 Filipinos 
serving with the Spanish forces deserted to fight for the inde
pendence of their country, while patriots, in swarms, flocked 
into Cavite to join the insurgents. 

And as a result, in a few weeks, practically all Luzon, with 
the exception of the city of Manila, was in their possession, and 
with Manila bottled up and at their mercy, even being in posses· 
sion of San Juan del Monte, the source of the city's water 
supply, so that as early as the 12th of June Admiral Dewey 
telegraphed, "The insurgents practically surround Manila," and 
that the leadership of Aguinaldo was " wonderfuL" And re
member that Spain had concentrated her forces in Luzon and 
staked the fate of the archipelago upon her success or failure 
there. Did Aguinaldo and his followers have cause to believe 
they were fighting for their country's independence? H ear our 
consul general, Mr. Pratt, at Singapore on June 8 addressing a 
distinguished number of Filipinos at a reception: 

You have just reason to be proud of what has been and is being 
accomplished by General Aguinaldo and your fellow countrymen under 
his command. When six weeks ago I learned that General Aguinaldo 
had arrived incogilito in Singapore, I immediately sought him out. An 
hour's interview convinced me that he was the man for the occasion, 
and having communicated with Admiral Dewey, I accordingly arranged 
for him to join the latter, which he did at Cavite. The rest you know. 
I am thankful to have been the means, though merely the accidental 
means, of bringing about the arrangement between ~neral AguinaldQ 
and Admiral Dewey, which has resulted so happily. I can only hope 
that the eventual outcome will be all that can be desired for the happi
ness and welfare of the Filipinos. 
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When General Merritt arrived with America's first contingent 

of 11,000 soldiers he found the Spaniards in such a helpless 
condition that he did not wait for those that were to follow, 
but immediately disembarked at Cavite, and on the 7th day of 
August, when he and Admiral Dewey sent a joint note to the 
Spanish commander that a bombardment of the city would be
gin within 48 hours, the Spanish commander replied that " the-re 
was no place of refuge for the sick, women, and children, as 
he was surrounded by the insurgents." On the 13th, when the 
bombardment opened, after a brief and weak resistance the 
white flag went up at 11 o'clock. 'rhe Americans had lost in 
the entire Philippine campaign but 20 -killed and 105 wounded. 
No wonder, in view of these acts, General Anderson wrote, 
"The Filipinos considered the war as their war, Manila as their 
capital, and Luzon as their country," for had they not been 
led so to believe, and had not thousands of their best and bravest 
died that such might be true? If the spirits of the dead are 
cognizant of the affairs of this world, what grief must be theirs. 
Had it not been for the insurgents, instead of having 20 killed 
and 105 wounded, would we not have had thousands killed and 
wounded, not to mention those who would have languished with 
disease in the jungles? 

Tell me, then, where is our gratitude when we hold these 
islands in the face of their protest? Does not justice point 
the finger of scorn at us? Is the Nation's conscience dead? 
Can we claim that we hold them, under the law of the survival 
of the fittest, as an outlet for our surplus population? Surely 
none would be so rash as to make such a claim. Are they cov
ered by the Monroe doctrine or lie within the sphere of our 
influence? No; but, on the contrary, our retention of them puts 
us in an indefensible position before the world in asserting that 
doctrine. Are they essential to or do they even in the least con
tribute to our national defense? No; but, on the contrary, they 
are, as the sword of Damocles, suspended over our heads that 
Japan can at her will cause to fall. 

But there be those who claim we hold them as a matter of 
purchase from Spain, that she ceded or deeded them to us on 
the lOth day of December, 1898, in consideration of $20,000,000. 
But, at the time Spain ex~uted that cessation or deed the 
islands had been wrested from her and she had no title to 
convey, she no longer exercised any sovereignty over them, but 
the title had vested in and that sovereignty was being exercised 
by the Philippine Republic, with General Aguinaldo as its 
president. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROSS. I yield. 
Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Does not the gentleman think that 

the assertion which he is making with. regard to the sovereignty 
of Spain at that time, and what we bought, is entirely contrary 
to the decision of the Supreme Court in that regard? 

Mr. CROSS. I do not want to talk about the Supreme Court 
of the United States, because the other end of the House can 
do that. 

What think you, if England, when she saw that she had lost 
these American colonies, had hastened to cede or deed them to 
France for $20,000,000? What think you of the validity of a 
title so acquired by France? 

AN ECONOMIC LIABILITY-AN AGRICULTURAL MENACE 

Can it be claimed that they are an economic asset? Do they 
add to the wealth, to the prosperity of this Nation? Only 10 
per cent of our exports to the Far East go to the Philippines. 
I hold in my hand statistics from the Department of Com
merce showing the volume of this country's trade for the first 
six months of 1929 with the Far East, which includes the Philip
pines. And during those six months we sent to the Philippines 
for the products she sent to us $71,663,000, while she paid to 
us during the same period for the products she purchased from 
us only $44,575,000. Or, in other words, every six months we 
are purchasing from her $27,000,000 more than she is purchasin.g 
from us. Every time these islands buy 62 cents worth of goods 
from us we buy $1 worth of goods from them. Thus 48 per 
cent of the money we send to the Philippines never finds its 
way back to our shores to sustain the purchasing power of our 
people, while for every dollar they send to us we return to them 
$1.48. And then for this seventy-one millions plus which we bian
nually send to the Philippines they in turn send into this country 
raw products produced by the lowest-paid labor in the world, 
and which comes directly in competition with the products of 
our farms and dairies. If these imported products had been 
manufactured rather than raw products, who is there so simple 
but that does not know they would have long since had their in
dependence that the tariff might be applied? We had as well let 
the peonized labor of the world pour into this country in com
petition with our labor as to admit the product of such labor. 
Its vegetable products, its coconut oil and other coconut prod
ucts, in competition with our cottonseed oil, and its sugar are 

, 
deadly foes to our dairies, to our-cotton fields, and to our cane 
and beet plantations. During 1929 there was imported into 
this country from the Philippines 604,501 tons of sugar, nearly 
four times as much sugar as was produced in the entire State 
of Louisiana. And as long as we hold them we can not in good 
conscience apply the tariff. If you are sincere in pretending 
that you would help agriculture, if you are patriotic and would 
have your country prepared in the event of war, you should not 
hesitate to grant independence to the Philippines. 

Destroy agriculture, the industry that tills the wardrobes, the 
smokehouses, and granaries, and there can be no prosperity in 
time of peace nor victory in time of war. As the trunk is to the 
limbs, so is agriculture to the other industries. Truly civiliza
tion begins and ends with the plow. Tear down your dairies, 
give back to the wilderness your cane, your beet, and your 
cotton fields, and a solemn stillness will brood over your one
time busy looms, and the mouldering walls of your once proud 
cities will be tenanted by loathsome bats · and owls. The mil
lions of farm mortgages on record throughout the country are 
so many petitions pleading to you to come to the rescue of agri
culture. My countrymen, the opportunity to better his condition 
ha::: been responsible for every mental and physical effort that 
has changed man from a naked savage, with a mentality 
scarcely above that of the wild beast that dwelt in the same 
forest with him, to what· he is to-day. Destroy that opportunity 
and you start him back to his primitive condition in that ancient 
forest. 

In addition to being a millstone about the neck of the agri
cultural interests of this country, this Asiatic archipelago is a 
financial cancer preying upon its Treasury. The military forces 
we keep on duty there cost this Nation annually $11,169,738, 
while we spend on seacoast defense, public health, and on the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey annually $524,142, or a total for 
these four purposes alone of $11,693,880. And when you add to 
this $16,693,960 the cost of the so-called Asiatic Fleet kept in 
these waters, we have a grand total of $28,387,841 as an annual 
tax upon the taxpayers of this country. • 

THEIR RETENTION MEANS A DlilSTRUCTIYE, HUMILIATING WAR 

And in addition to all this, remember their retention is a 
national menace. We are holding a lightning rod and beckoning 
the lightning, Japan, to strike, and when she does our billion 
dollar Navy will go into "Davy Jones's locker," for Mars is as 
sure to use this archipelago as an incubator to hatch a war 
between the two nations as that the night follows the day. 
Remember what Japan did to the Russian fleet when they dared 
enter these distant seas. What think you our aircraft and sub
marines would do to the Japanese or any other fleet that 
would · dare join combat with us in the waters surrounding 
Porto Rico or even the Hawaiian Islands? Japan operating 
from her base at Formosa can with her bombing planes utterly 
destroy Manila within the course of a few hours and, unhin
dered, land a powerful army overnight, and then with her sub
marines, which by the recent naval conference -at London are to 
be the peer of any in the r.orld, send our ships to the bottom as 
fast as they entered these Asiatic waters and with as much ease 
as a child pricks the bubbles in a bowl. Then at half-mast will 
our flag droop, as never before, in testimony of the grief and 
humiliation of the Nation. 

PROPAGANDA-A WOLF IN SHEEP'S CLOTHJilS 

Then, why does Congress hesitate? Why are we powerless 
to act? It is the same old, old story of justice being vanquished 
by the lance of greed plated with gold. Who of you, my col
league~, but has been flooded with propaganda emanating from 
the so-called Philippine-American Chamber of Commerce domi
ciled at No. 67 Wall Street? This avaricious group, parading 
in sheep's clothes, admonish us that the Filipinos are not com
petent of self-government and that it is the sacred duty of this 
country to hold in subjection these Malayan, Asiastic peoples, 
until, perchance, in some distant future age, they reach that 
delectable condition. How their altruistic hearts do palpitate 
with sympathy for these benighted, ignorant yellow peoples. 
What holy livery do these hypocrites adorn to persuade this • 
Congress to continue to hold their victim that they may profit? 
How long must the farmers of this country continue to be 
impoverished that a few individual pirates may pile up for
tunes"? But if these propagandists were not actuated by a 
near-sighted selfishness that blinds them to their true interest 
they would advocate the independence of these islands. It is 
far better that a man should die a pauper and leave his chil
dren to live among a contented, prosperous people, where oppor
tunities abound and thrift and industry is crowned with suc
cess, than to die and leave them a fortune but to dwell among 
an embittered, discontented people in a land devoid of oppor
tunity, for an inherited fortune invariably has wings, and after 
having rendered its recipient incapable of coping with the adver
sities of life leaves him and his children's children in a hope-
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less struggle with J)Overty. An individual fortune is of the 
moment and of little consequence, but our country, our posterity 
means to-morrow and to-morrow and all the to-morrows to 
come. 

Not competent of self-government? Not educated? I hold 
in my hand data from the Bureau of Insular Affairs, and it 
reveals the fact that there are 7,354 public schools in the Philip
pines and that there are enrolled in these same schools 1,111,509 
pupils and that these public schools are taught by 26,251 
teachers, only 293 of whom are Americans. And, further, that 
there are 126 secondary or high schools. That in addition to 
these there are 315 private schools under Government control 
and at least that many more private schools not under govern
ment control. And, further, that there are 58 private insti
tutions under government control offering collegiate lind tech
nical courses and conferring degrees. And, then, in addition 
to all these, there is the University of the Philippines, and 
while the number of students is not disclosed in the data fur
nished me it does give the number of instructors employed as 
"422, which would indicate an attendance of at least 12,000 or 
15,000. 

How does that compare with the institutions of learning in 
America during Colonial days when public schools were un
known? Is there not less illiteracy among the Filipinos to
day than there was among our ancestors then, when Great 
Britain was contending that they were not competent of self
government? Who does not know that the Filipinos to-day are 
far more literate and far more competent of self-government 
than the Cubans are and were when we granted them their 
independence? 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. CROSS. Yes. _ 
Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. I wonder by what principle, recog

nized in the American philosophy of government, it is supposed 
that a country can sell the sovereignty over other folks? 

Mr. CROSS. No such doctrine can be applied if our prin
ciples are in keeping with our pretensions. We are supposed to 
stand for self-determination of peoples. 

1\Ir. SUMNERS of Texas. What I mean is, How cim you sell 
the right to govern people? 

Mr. CROSS. It can not be done if justice be the guide. 
- 1\Ir. ARENTZ. Will the gentleman yield? 
· Mr. CROSS. Yes. 

Mr. ARENTZ. I wish to say in answer to the gentleman 
from Texas, who has asked a very pertinent question, that the 
world has moved a great deal since 1898. We would not do 
to-day what we did in 1898. rn other words, if Spain said they 
were going to sell the Philippines, we having destroyed Cavite 
and captured their forces, we would say, "Why, you have not 
got the Philippines to sell." We have moved a great deal since 
1898, and that thing could not happen again and I do not believe 
it will happen again. 

Mr. LOZIER. If the gentleman will permit, of course, the 
Members of the House are familiar with the provisions of the 
treaty of Paris, and as an evidence that this was not an abso
lute barter and sale, the treaty itself provides that the· future 
government and political status of the Philippines shall be de
termined by Congress. The gentleman knows that President 
McKinley was opposed to taking the Philippines; that in his 
first instructions to the plenipotentiaries he told them he did not 
want the Philippines; then he finally consented that we should 
take the island of Luzon, but we .finally took all of them, under 
a provision in the treaty that Congress should determine the fu
ture government and the political status of the Philippine peo
ple. It is a provision of the treaty. We did not buy the people. 

The treaty itself recognized that they were not making an 
absolute sale of the sovereignty of those people, but they were 
handing over to Congress the right to dete1·mine what the 
political disposition should be. 

Mr. WAINWRIGHT. Will the gentleman yield just for a 
minute, so I can make an observation? 

Mr. CROSS. I yield. 
1\Ir. WAINWRIGHT. In reply to the statement made by the 

gentleman from Texas [Mr. SuMNERS], is it not a fact, brought 
out by the gentleman from Missouri, that we did not buy the 
sovereignty over any people, but we did with the $20,000,000 
buy the title to the territory of the Philippine Islands? 

Mr. LOZIER. We bought the rights of Spain, and Spain at 
t11at time did not have any rights. · 

Mr. CROSS. Is it the part of wisdom, are we worthy of the 
high trust imposed in us if we remain longer in these Asiatic 
waters dominated by a powerful, resentful, ambitious nation? 
But we are reminded by these profiteering propagandists, •as 
well as by some well-meaning simple:minded folk of the Kel
logg peace pact, and admonished that there are to be no more 
wars. 

.. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas 

has expired. 
Mr. DYER. I want. the gentleman to have more time because 

he is making a fine speech on our duty to the people of the 
Philippines. I see the gentleman from Pennsylvania, the chair
man of the Committee on Insular Affairs, present, and 1 want 
him to hear this speech, because it may help him .to help us to 
get a chance to vote upon the question of Philippine inde
pendence. 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman 10 addi
tional minutes. 

Mr. CROSS. But the nation that acts upon such a delusion 
is destined to destruction. It is not a new but an oft-dreamed 
dream, for at the end of each war, while remembering its hor
rors and still bearing its burdens, it seems " a consummation de
voutly to be wished." History records a number of such attempts. 
At the close of the second Punic Wa,r, Rome and Carthage, then 
composfhg the civilized world, entered into a solemn treaty or 
peace pact that they would abolish and have no more war. And 
yet they had their sabers drawn again in less than 24 years. I 
fear the well-meaning entangling alliances entered into to bring 
about these visionary dreams, so far from accomplishing their 
purpose, will prove but incubators of war. Human nature never 
changes, and if there is one thing established by both divine and 
profane history, it is that wars are inevitable. Nations act on 
conditions and not on altruistic theories, and so acting we took 
this country from the Indians. Like bees, when a nation swarms 
with surplus population, if there is territory it can take, it will 
take, and altruism in conflict with that aim will melt like a 
wax image in a furnace. Such theories, my colleagues, are but 
the products of illogical minds that revel in iridescent clouds 
and constantly glimpse the coming of the millennium. They who 
would have their country to act upon such fancies would, unwit
tingly, have their country destroyed. 

I beg of you, oh, my colleagues, to remember that duty is the 
sublimest word in any language. The eyes of the world are 
upon us. Let us not prove recreant to our high pretensions. 
To-day gratitude pleads and patriotism demands that we grant 
to these people their independence, entitled as they are to shape 
their own political destiny, "rough hew it as they may.'' [Ap
plause.] 

Mr. AYRES. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the 
United States has been for some time a country with outlying 
possessions, it might be interesting to speak of S6me of them at 
this time. I want to speak particularly of the insular posses
sions under the care and guidance of the Navy Department. 
There are three of them-Samoa, Guam, and the Virgin Islands. 

SAMOA 

I shall speak first of Samoa. The islands comprising Ameri
can Samoa were acquired in 1900 and 1904 by cession from· the 
high chiefs of the islands of Tutuila and Manua, and while we 
took po session at that time, the cession was not formally ac
cepted by the United States until Congress passed a joint reso
lution on February 20, 1929, a little more than a year ago. By 
authority of this act a commission has been appointed by the 
President to make necessary . recommendations to Congress re
garding proper legislation for the islands. This commission is 
composed of two Senators, two Members of the House, and three 
Samoan chiefs_ The commission is to meet some time this 
summer in Samoa. 

The present governor of the islands is Captain Gatewood, and 
from all reports his troubles in governing Samoa are not so 
many nor so great as are experienced by the governors of some 
of our other possessions. In fact, the Samoan people are so 
easy to govern that the regulations issued by the governor have 
the same force as and are con.gidered the law. In issuing these 
regulations the governor has the assistance of the native legis
lative body, called the Fono. 

It is indeed interesting to a member of the Appropriations 
Committee to know that no direct appropriations annually are 
made by the Federal Goverilment to help bear the expenses of 
the Samoan government. So far as is known, this can not be 
said of any other of our possessions. Much of the revenue that 
is raised for the local expense of the government of the islands 
is derived from a direct ta'x called the assess tax on males. 
Owing to the fact that the natives have not kept birth records, 
they never knO\v just when a man reaches the age of 21 years, 
so they have adopted the plan of putting a tax on a male when 
he is 5 feet and 1 inch tall. 

The Samoans are real Polynesians and said to be the finest 
specimens of the race. They are intensely religious. It is 
said that all Samoans are Christians, and, whether .church 
members or not, nearly all go to church. It is a universal cus
tom to have family prayers both morning and night in every 
Samoan home. I believe it will be conceded that this is a much 
better record than ~revails in the United States. The Samoan 
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people are intelligent, amiable, very generous, and progressive. 
When I make the statement that the Samoans are a progressive 
people, it is meant in the true sense. I do not mean that they 
will talk progressive and then vote reactionary, like some so
called progressive statesmen do here in Washington. 

One incident I shall relate to show what is meant by the 
statement th~t the Samoan people are progressive and want to 
advance even though it means more taxes on themselves : In 
building highways throughout the islands the natives found 
that it was necessary to have a steam shovel to cut away the 
rocks around the edge of the mountains. They had been trying 
for years to get this shovel, so the question was put up to their 
legislaturet or rather, to their Fono. It seems that in a session 
of the Fono at a previous time they had propo ed to create a 
sinking fund from their revenues to the amount of $2,500 each 
year for the purpose of eventually buying the shovel. This 
process proved to be too slow for a progressive people, thereforE>, 
they appealeu to the governor to permit them to buy it t once. 
The governor said no, for the rea on that sufficient funds 
were not available, anti he looked with disfavor on going into 
debt to buy the shovel. Not to be outdone, we are told that the 
Samoan chiefs held a consultation among themselves and voted 
in their assembly to raise the necessary funds by levying an 
additional tax of $2.50 on each man, bringing the tax up to 
$11.50 per year per man, in order to get their steam shovel at 
once. That is what I meant in saying that they are a pro
gressive people. From my experience as · a member of the 
Appropriations Committee, I believe that this is most unusual, 
for most people feel that the Federal Government, or Uncle 
Sam, should foot such bills, and, to be brutally frank about it, 
that disposition is not confined to the people of our insular 
possessions. I do not know of a place or a position that offers 
a better opportuiJ.ity to ascertain just how liberal people are 
disposed to be with Uncle Sam's finances than as a member of 
the Appropriations Committee. 

There is a continual urge to appropriate for this or that ob
ject, solely of local benefit, which, by no stretch of the imagina
tion can be clothed with a Federal aspect. 

As already stated, no direct appropriations are ;nade by the 
Federal Gove.rnment for the expenses of the island government. 
Indirectly, however, a great deal of the expense of the island 
government is borne from the Federal Treasury in that all of 
the executive officers of the government, such as superintendent 
of education, public-works officer, public-health and sanitation 
officer, customs officer, island treasurer, and all of the medical 
officers and naval nurses are members of the naval service and 
accordingly receive their pay from the Federal Government. 
The expense is borne by the Federal Treasury in connection 
with the pay of executive officers and the maintenance of hos
pitals and dispensaries throughout the islands ; the mainte
nance of a station ship for communication between the islands; 
and the upkeep of housing facilities for the officers at the small 
naval station who are also the executive officers in the island 
government departments. This amounts to about $475,000 
yearly. The customs revenues from all sources last year 
amounted to $73,923.30, so it can be seen that our sovereignty 
exacts an annual toll of about $400,000. 

The principal crop produced in the Samoan Islands is copra. 
This is the dried kernel of the ripe coconut, much of which is 
exported to foreign countries. Before we took over the islands 
the natives sold their surplus copra to traders at what was 
known as the "annual fono," or the general meeting of the 
delegates; but in 1903 the natives requested the United States 
Government to handle the entire copra export trade, with the 
result that the exports have been very materially increased, 
and also the native producers have received greater returns 
for their product. 

It is interesting to know just how this business is handled by 
the Federal Government. The Government has an officer known 
as the secretary of native affairs, who sends out blank pro
posals in the early part of the season to copra buyers all over 
the world, calling for bids to be made for the entire copra crop 
of these islands intended for export. These bids are opened in 
the month 'of January, and the highest bidder is awarded the 
contract for that calendar year for the total output. These 
contracts have to be approved by the governor of the islands, 
and he sees that the producers get their money. 

Samoa is a possession that came to us without any solicita
tion or even suggestion on our part. History reveals that on 
April 17, 1900, the high chiefs of these islands ceded them to 
the United States, as they deemed it to the interest and welfare 
of their people. They had to be protected from the greed of 
other nations and groups of selfish exploiters. The form of 
government for these islands, to say the least, is unique, but 
nevertheless entirely satisfactory both to the islanders and this 
Government. The governor, who is appointed by the President, 
is the head of the government. There are three administrative 

districts in American Samoa. Each district is administered by 
a native district governor. These districts, like our own States 
are divided into counties, and each county is administered by 
an hereditary chief. Each village is controlled by a village 
chief, and the city or village councils are composed of the heads 
of families. So it can be seen that the native Samoan has been 
permitted to retain his old form of government, which this 
Government very generously has not disturbed, making all 
concerned happy and contented. 

GUAlii 

The island of Guam is another one of our insular possessions 
which is under the care and guidance of the Navy Department. 
In the government of this island is furnished another illustra
tion of where, notwithstanding the fact that it is an American 
possession, and governed by a naval officer appointed by the 
President, the form of local goYernment has been little inter
fered with and is conducted to a great degree under the Spanisll 
law that existed in 1898 when this country took it over. 

The natives, who number about 17,000, are known as Chamor
ras. The original Chamorras were Malays; but the present 
native is a mixture of Malay, Spanish, Filipinos, and white . It 
is said, however, that the Malay predominates. 

Guam is a •ery small island. It is about 30 miles in length, 
and from 4 to 8% miles wide. It is said that the main occupa
tion of the nati\es of Guam is agriculture, but to the extent 
only of supplying their wants. Practically the only crop of 
which there is an exportable surplus is copra. There was $195,-
862 realized by the natives on their copra crop of 1928, which is 
not a bad showing when the small population and the further 
fact that there is only about 225 square miles in the island are 
considered. 

The sick are cared for by the United States Government. 
For the fiscal year 1930, we appropriated $22,000 for the care 
of the sick and the maintenance of lepers. All of the hospitals 
are operated by naval surgeons, as there are no native physi
cians or surgeons. We also appropriated $13,000 for educational 
purposes and have 131.teachers, of whom 14 are Americans. The 
rest .are natives. 

Capt. William R. Furlong, of the Navy, directly in charge at 
Washington of matters pertaining to our insular possessions 
administered by the Navy, does not hesitate to say that not
withstanding the fact that the population of the island is in
creasing at the rate of from about 125 to 150 a year, the re
sources are such that they can be expanded to take care of the 
growing population. 

The people of Guam have not had citizenship conferred upon 
them. The governors of this island for several years have 
recommended that citizenship be conferred, and Captain Fur
long has indicated his opinion to be, from his knowledge of the 
feeling of these people toward the United States, that such 
citizenship should be granted. The present Governor of Guam 
made the following recommendation regarding the Guam peopl(! 
becoming citizens : 

The greatest aspiration of the people of Guam is to become full
fledged citizens of the United States. Their present status is quite 
unsatisfactory, even the term " citizens of Guam " being almost meaning
less at the present time, since there is no established system of acquir
ing citizenship in Guam and no law stating the exact requirements for 
such citizenship. 

The governor contemplates setting forth by proclamation who are 
dtizens of Guam and intends to promulgate a law permitting the natu
ralization of such aliens re ident in Guam. These measures are essentia,l 
in order to clarify the rights of property ownership, but they fall far 
short of local aspirations. Citizens of Guam now possess the privilege 
of freedom of entry and residence into the United States and the exten
sion of citizenship, in the same manner as is done in Territories of the 
United States, would be a just and generous act. 

Owing to the remoteness of Guam the inhabitants were not 
aware of the fact that there was war between the mother 
country, Spain, and the United States until June 20, 1898, at 
least two months after war had been declared. This informa
tion was given tfie Guam people by the cruiser Charleston when 
she steamed into the harbor and opened fire on Fort Santa 
Cruz. It was thought then that the Oha1·leston was saluting 
the port, and the Spanish governor of the island was so in
formed by some of his officers. When, however, the true mis
sion of. the Charleston was revealed to th.e natives, many of 
them took to the bushes as they had been told by the Spanist 
that the Americans were savages, and that they could expect 
any kind of treatment at their hands except kindness. 

,The first American governor of Guam was Capt. Richard P. 
Leary of the United States Navy, who was appointed in the 
spring of 1899. It might be interesting to some of our wet 
friends in Congress to know that there was put in force by Cap
tain Leary, prohibition order No. 1, which forbade the sale of 
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intoxicants to any person not a resident of this island prior to 
August 1, 1899. In other words, he began his bouse cleaning 
among his own garrison. Order No. 2 prohibited the importa
tion of intoxicants except by special authority. If such usurpa
tion of the liberties of the people should occur at this 
time, the wet champions like the gentleman from Milwaukee 
[Mr. SHAFER], and the gentleman from Baltimore [Mr. LIN
THICUM], and the gentleman from New York [1\Ir. LAGUABDIA l, 
would have asked for his recall, denouncing him not only as a 
usurper but a tyrant of the worst type. That is not all Captain 
Leary did. In order to prevent a failure of food supplies, he 
ordered everyone without a trade to have ''at least 12 hens, one 
sow," and to plant fruit or vegetables sufficient to provide for 
one family; and it did not make any difference whether he did 
or did not have a family. 

All of Captain Leary's successors have been diligent in pro
mulgating and putting into force good laws and regulations for 
the betterment of the native population, and have succeeded in 

· bringing the natives up to a good, high level, morally, intel
lectually, and physically. 

The pre ent government of Guam is not unlike that of Samoa 
in that the governor is the only appointed and commissioned 
officer and the inhabitants are, in so far as civil status and 
political rights are concerned, under the Spanish laws which 
existed when we took possession of the island in 1899. Natu
rally these laws have been changed and modified to suit the 
conditions brought about by our ideas of local regulations. 
Congress has passed practically no legislation for Guam. It 
is said that neither the Constitution nor the laws of the United 
States have been extended to them, and that the only admin
istrative authority existing in them is that derived from the 
Pre ident as the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of 
the United States. The highest court in the island is the Court 
of Appeals, consisting of three judges and a chief justice and 
two associates. There are also police courts and intermediate 
cQurts that take care of ordinary litigation and criminal mat
ters. l\fy understanding is that most, if not all, of these 
courts are presided over by a judge who is a native. 

It seems strange that a Spanish-speaking people which inhab
ited Guam should change so quickly to an English-speaking 
people. It is said tha,t only _about 2 per cent of the population 
of Guam at this time can even understand Spanish. The 
language of the real native, of course, is Chamarro, which is 
one of the Polynesian tongues. . 

The revenues and expenses of the government of Guam for 
the past three or four years, are as follows: Beginning :with 
the year 1927, the general revenues were $128,215.16. To this 
amount should be added the sum of $14,486.65, which const!
tutes certain profit derived from utilities, such as electric light, 
shop work, stevedoring, and so forth, supplied by the island 
go-rernment, and profits on certain investments which made a 
total receipt of $142,701.81. The general expense was $107,-
057.55, leaving a net balance of $35,644.26. In the year 1928, 
the general revenues were $126,117.63, and the profits from 
utilit!es, ucb as electric lights, and so forth, supplied by the 
island government, and profits from certain investments, made 
a total receipt of $147,290. 0. The general expense was $128,-
140.53, leaving a net balance of $19,150.27. The year 1929 ~hows 
that the general re>enues were $141,259.70, and added to this 
amount the profits from utilities, and so forth, amounting to 
$26,516.49, made a grand total of receipts of $167,776.19. The 
general expense was $155,703.10, leaving a net balance of $12,-
073.09. Of course, we have not the figures for 1930, so can 
give only the estimated receipts and expenses. It is est:mated 
that the receipts for 1930 will be, for general revenues, $141,000, 
to which will be added the profits heretofore mentioned, esti
mated to be 19,000, making a total estimated receipts of $160,-
000. The total general expense is estimated at $181,355, which 
will leave a deficit of $21,335. 

The fact that there has been a very nice balance in ' former 
years and that there is an estimated deficit for the present year 
might call for a brief explanation. Now as to receipts, as has 
been said, in- addition to the general revenue.'! there hav€' been 
certain profits ~uch as derived from services which the island 
government furnishes to the population of Guam, such as electric 
lights. This is done because no conce'l'n or individual iri the 
island is equipped financially to do it, so the expense in operat
ing this plant is borne by the charges made on the people who 
are provided with this service, and the profits. derived from this 
service are used in defraying the expenses of the island govern
ment. 

The island government funds are invested in bonds and in 
the local island bank, and the inte'l'est derived from this invest
ment is the other item of profit referred to a few moments ago. 
The reason assigned as to why the estimated profits for the 
year 1930 are much lower than the preceding years is because 
the principal tormerly drawing interest has been u~d in the 

.' 

building of schools, an administration building, and also other 
buildings, thereby depleting, to a very great extent, the principal 
which heretofore drew interest. 

The increase in expenses, as estimated in 1930, is caused by 
several different things, such as increase in wages granted dur
ing the last administration, large amounts that have already 
been expended due to emergencies, and many thousands of dol
lars for public improvements nec~sary to be done this year. 

Almost every native of the island owns a piece of land or has 
some rented from the Government. The report is that owing to 
the fertility of the soil and the climate, almost anything can 
be grown in Guam, and much more than would be necessary to 
supply home consumption if the native could be convinced that 
it would be to his interest to do so. Some of the crops that 
could be produced with profit besides copra are coffee of an 
excellent quality which grows all over the island, and which it 
is reported commands n good price; sugarcane, pineapples, also 
cotton of different varieties grows wild there. There are many 
kinds of fruit and vegetables produced on the island and do wen. 
So it can be seen that there are great possibilities for this 
little island, notwithstanding the fact that it is so far away as 
to be almost isolated. 

THE VIRGIN ISL.U<'DS 

The Virgin Islands of the United States comprise the islands 
of St. Thomas, St. Croix, ·and St. John. These islands were 
purchased from Denmark for $25,000,000 in ·1917. In company 
with three other colleagues I visited these islands in March, 
1929, and before I left was thoroughly convinced that Denmark 
d1·ove a real bargain when she induced Uncle Sam to pay the 
sum of $25,000,000 for them. 

Owing ·to the fact that the islands form a natural outpost of 
the Panama Canal, and have been for more than a generation 
the important post of call for vessels plying between European 
countries and the canal, they were considered important. But 
more than any other reason was the fact that Germany was 
negotiating. with Denmark for the islands so as to have a naval 
base in our own waters. This, of course, could not be permitted 
if within our power to prevent, and the only way to prevent it 
was to pay the fabulous price. This is one of our many war 
babies, or, probably better to say, war inheritances. 

The United States attempted to purchase these islands on 
two different occasions long prior to 1917, and it is too bad we 
did not succeed, as it would have been less expensive at such 
times. During the Civil War it was deemed of great importance 
for the United States to have a naval station in the West 
Indies. It was thought then that if we had such a base that 
it would help to break the blockade running of the. Confederate 
States. Nothing was done, however, until after ' the war wa~ 
over, when Secretary of State Seward negotiated a treaty with 
Denmark for the purchase of two of the islands, namely, . St. 
Thomas and St. John, for the sum of $7,500,000; but the Senate 
of the United States refused to ratify it and it fell by the way
side. It took another war to make us realize that it was im
portant for this country to have a naval base in the West Indies. 

At the close of the Spanish-American War, or in January, 
1902, we again took up the question of the purchase of the 
islands from Denmark. Another treaty was negotiated and the 
sum this time was $5,000,000. This treaty was promptly rati
fied by the Senate of the United States and the lower House 
of Denmark, but failed to pa s the upper House, therefore, it 
failed. Then another war, the World War, caused another 
negotiation for the purcha e of the islands, which was success
ful, as already stated. History records the fact that in all 
probability we would have succeeded in the negotiations for 
the purchase in 1867 for the sum of $7,500,000, but for the 
emri.ity existing between Senator Charles Sumner and President 
Andrew Johnson. Thus it can be seen how a little fuss .between 
two statesmen cost the United States about $17,500,000. 

It might be interesting to relate just what was done on the 
part of the two Governments when the actual physical transfer 
wa.s made. There was a short publication in the local papers 
notifying the inhabitants of the islands that the actual tran~fer 
was about to be made, as follows: 

It is hereby brought to public notice that the formal delivery of the 
islands to the United States of America will take place this afternoon 
at 4 o'clock. The ceremony will be at the saluting battery. 

Government of the Danish West India Islands, St. Thomas, the 31st 
day of March, 1917. 

HENm KONOW. 

BAUMANN. 

And thus the Danish West Indies passed into history and the
1 

Virgin Islands of the United States were born. 
In my visit to the islands I talked with some of the old 

Danish residents who fr_eely talked of these wonderful and 
impressive ceremonies; and while _ they are loyal to their 

\ 
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adopted country they still have a strong attachment for their 
dear old Denmark, and no one can blame them for entertaining 
that feeling. 

Three members of the Appropriations Subcommittee, whose 
duty it is to look after appropriations for the Virgin Islands, 
went over there a little over a rear ago to ascertain, if pos
sible, if there could be some way suggested whereby these 
islands could be made at least somewhat self-supporting. We 
felt that it would not be necessary to appropriate, year after 
year, a quarter of a million dollars and more, to keep the people 
from want. As one member of that committee, I am compelled 
to · admit that we found many problems that have to be met 
before the people of these islands can be self-supporting. When 
I say this I do not mean to convey the idea that the people do 
not want to do their part to bring about a better condi~ion. It 
is because they are not in a position to do so; that is, there 
is nothing for them to do to better their condition. 

When we took over the islands in 1917 the population was 
26,000, which has decreased to less than 19,000 at this time. 
This is due to the fact that the younger people, who become 
educated, emigrate to the United States as soon as they finish 
school, for there is nothing for them to do on the islands. 
Speaking of education, I might say that owing to the fact that 
the natives are very poor, one would expect to see a great deal 
of illiteracy. Such is not the case. · 

The !ocal law of the Virgin Islands provides that all children 
must attend school, beginning at 6 years of age and continuing 
until 19 sears of age. Our committee visited several schools 
both in the city and country and found the children about as 
far advanced . in their studies as children in corresponding 
grades in the States. Most of the teachers in these schools are 
natives and colored, and at least 98 per cent of the students are 
colored. This is in keeping with the population, which is about 
92 per cent negro and the rest principally white. After those 
boys and girls are educated there is nothing for them to do in 
the islands and there is but one outlet, that of coming to the 
States. 

The industries of the islands are limited. With the excep
tion of agriculture {which is also limited) there are practically 
no industries. I do feel that if such industries as they have 
were developed to the fullest extent it would solve the question 
of how the people of the Virgin Islands could be made self
supporting. Take the main industry of sugar. It could be 
made a paying industry and would furnish employment for 
thousands who are not employed at this time. There is plenty 
of fertile soil and an abundance of sunshine to produce almost 
uny vegetable that grows, like Bermuda onions, beans, tomatoes, 
and many other vegetables that are canned. All that is needed 
is water, which can be provided. 

This, it is true, would call for an outlay of much money to 
provide reservoirs to catch the rainfall during the rainy season, 
but it would in the long run be less expensive to do this than 
to continue as we are, appropriating hundreds of thousands 
of dollars annually for the sole purpose of caring for a helpless 
people. The canning industry could be established and made 
a paying proposition. No finer tomatoes grow anywhere than 
can be found there. The same can be said of the sugar in
dustry. The cattle industry is fair at this time and could be 
developed so as to be of some consequence if the States or 
present Government would find or provide a market for the 
cattle. The only market at this time is Porto Rico, which, of 
course, is not sufficient to care for an extensive cattle business. 
There is no question but that the bay-rum industry could be 
deYeloped t(} such an extent as to make it the best anywhere 
in the world, but this can be done only by the Government tak
ing hold and protecting the bay trees and providing up-to-date 
methods of preparing the bay rum and providing a market for 
the entire output. Anyone who will visit the island of St. John 
and see the primitive method in which bay oil is produced at 
this time will be impressed with the idea of what could be 
accomplished if the industry should be developed. 

I have mentioned only a few of the things that, in my opinion, 
could and should be done for the people of these islands to 
make it possible for them to be self-supporting. Then if they 
do not cooperate when given a chance, for one I would be in 
favor of cutting them loose entirely. We have taken upon 
ourselves the burden, and I am in favor of doing something 
along industrial lines to develop the natural resources of those 
islands, even thought it may cost a few hundred thousand dol
lars to do it, rather than to continue the course we are pursu
ing at this time of donating thousands of dollars annually in 
the way of appropriations, with no return and no prospect of it 
getting any better. I feel sure the people there are ready to 
cooperate if we will only make it pos ible for them to do so, 
but until we change this condition there is nothing to do except 
t" continue appropriating. 

It ii a useless expense to continue to send comm1ss1ons or 
committees to these islands to ascertain the cause or causes 
of these conditions. That matter has been gone into most 
thoroughly by no less than 10 commissions since we took pos
session. It . might be well to name these commissions and the 
dates when each visited the islands. 

In 1920 a joint commission of three members each from the 
Senate and the House of Representatives was directed to report 
on general conditions existing in the islands and possible need of 
change in the form of government. 

Again in 1920 two special commissioners of the Treasury 
Department were appointed by the Secretary of the Treasury 
to investigate currency and banking conditions. 

In 1924 a Federal commission of five members were appointed 
by the Secretary of Labor to im~estigate industrial and economic 
conditions. 

Again in 1924 an irrigation engineer of the Reclamation Serv
ice was assigned by the Secretary of the Interior on reque t from 
the Secretary of the Navy to investigate irrigation possibilities · 
on the island of St. Croix. 

In 1925 the manager of the Porto Rico branch of the Federal 
Land Bank of Baltimore was requested by Assistant Secretary 
of the Treasury Dewey to survey the banking situation in the 
islands. 

Again in 1925 an appointee of the Treasury Department was 
designated by a committee of the Treasury-appointed by the 
Secretary-to report on the financial and general eco omic sit
uation. 

Again in 1925 an appointee of the Treasury Department, desig
nated by a committee of the Treasury-appointed by the Secre
tary-to report on the tax system. 

In 1927 four members of the House Insular Committee made 
an unofficial visit to the islands at their own expense and held 
hearings there. 

In 1928 an educational survey commission of four members 
was authorized by the Secretary of the Navy and conducted 
uuder the auspices of Hampton and Tuskegee Institutes. 

In 1929 four members of the House Appropriations Committee 
visited the islands, accompanied by Capt. W. R. Furlong,-United 
States Navy. They were BURroN L. FRENCH, WILLIAM B. 0LIYERl 
WILLIAM A. AYRES, and GIOORGE N. SEGER. 

In addition to these numerous commissions, there was sent 
to the islands last year the Chief of the Bureau of Efficiency, 
Hon. Herbert D. Brown, with a sufficient staff to make a most 
thorough study of all of the problems e:x:Lsting there. lie did 
this and filed an exhaustive report, pointing out these trouble
S(}me problems and suggesting many remedies that would no 
doubt be helpful. After seeing for myself, and also reading 

.1\Ir. Brown's report, I have reached the conclusion that the only 
way to accomplish anything beneficial, both to the Virgin Islands 
and to the Federal Government, would be to appropriate a sum 
sufficient to put into execution many of the projects 1\ir. Brown 
suggests, and that he be charged with the responsibility of see
ing that these project are caiTied out. The Federal Govern
ment can well affo-rd to provide a sufficient amount for this 
purpose as a matter of economy, otherwise it means a continued 
annual appropriati(}n of anywhere from $250,000 to $350,000 
simply to care for these people. 

The appropriation for the fiscal year 1930 was $314,000. 
This year the Budget estimate calls for $275,000, $10,000 of 
which may be expended for public wells. It is estimated that 
the expense of the islands for 1931 will be $560,412.80, and that 
the revenues from all sources will be $269,212.80, leaving a 
deficit of $291,200. This is in Danish West Indian money, and 
amounts to $280,000 in United States currency. The revenues 
are approximately $50,000 less than collected in 1929. The 
United States expenses, such, for instance, as the expense of 
the central administration of all of the islands, amounting to 
$68,629.77 in 1930, and e timated to be the same in 1931, are 
taken out of the appropriation made by us, and the balance is 
turned over to the two colonial council treasul'ies, which would 
be in the neighborhood of $200,000. 

When our committee was in the islands about a year ago, some 
islander called our attention to the fact that the Virgin Islands 
were purchased by the United States and then forgotten. lie, 
of course, did not know that we knew that within the 14 years 
we had been caring for them we had expended more than the 
Danish Government had expended in over 200 or 250 years of 
occupancy. This illustrates the old saying that the more you 
do for some people the more they expect you to do, and if you 
do not do it, you may expect to hear complaints. I am glad to 
say that the complaint of that individual was not general. I 
feel that most (}f the islanders are more than· pleased with the 
change and can be made happier by making it possible for them 
to help themselves. 

Whatever is done, however, to bring about this condition 
should be done before most of the people reach the conclusion 

' 
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that it is . the duty of the United States Government to feed 
them, care for them in hospitals, and finally bear the expense 
of placing them in their final resting place. There are too many 
of that mind at this time and the sentiment is growing. I want 
to emphasize the fact that the only thing this Government 
should think of doing is to make it possible for these people to 
be self-supporting, and when that is accomplished, make them 
realize that it iS up to them to work out their own salvation. 
The sooner this is done the better it will be for the Federal 
Government, and it certainly will be better for the people of the 
Virgin Islands. 

It is unfortunate, to say the least, that some are prone to 
make reckless statements regarding our attitude toward the 
Virgin Islands. I am not concerned about statements like the 
one made by an islander to which I referred a moment ago, that 
the United States bad bought the islands and then forgotten 
them. I do feel, however, that statements made by Members of 
either branch of Congress, touching our government of these 
islands, should set forth the facts. I remember last winter 
when the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. CoYLE] made a 
speech which is recorded on pages 708 and 709 of the RECORD of 
December 14. He said : 

We have eliminated an industry there in the mano!acture of rum 
and bay rum, which was a big industry on the islands. Right or wrong, 
that fact remains. 

I do not know just where the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
got his information regarding this matter, as well as some other 
questions relating to the Virgin Islands which be discussed at 
that time. I do know, however, that if be bad informed himself 
be certainly would not have made the statement he did con
cerning the industry of bay rum. Statistics show that from 
1909 up to the time we took over the islands in 1917. that the 
number of gallons of bay rum sold and exported averaged from 
16,000 to 20,000 gallons annually. It also shows that in the 
year 1919, after we had taken over the islands, the number of 
gallons sold ~nd expQrted was 52,519. 

The number of gallons of bay rum sold and exported annu
ally from the years 191S-1919, up to the present, is as follows: 
In 1920, ~9,105 gallons ; in 1921, 79,415 gallons ; in 1922, 73,859 
gallons ; m 1923, 65,524 gallons ; in 1924, 7 4,57 4 gallons · in 
1925, 79, ~30 gallons ; in 1926, 85,148 gallons ; 1n 1927, 7 4.277 
gallons ; m 1928, 91,628 gallons, and in 1929, 9l,ll6 gallons. 
If the bay-rum industry has been eliminated by the United 
States to any extent, as stated, it seems strange that it should 
be by increasing the number of gallons sold and exported from 
about 20,000 to over 91,000 gallons annually. 

Our committee, when over in the islands a year ago, heard a 
few complaints of this nature, but when faced with the actual 
facts the complaining party. usually admitted that it might be 
somewhat different than be stated. I know, personally, that 
the people of the Virgin Islands are far better satisfied at this 
time than they were under Danish rule. It is true that there 
are a few, but only a few, in the islands who would not be 
satisfied with anything -short of being allowed to rule absolutely 
the island and the people. 

In conclusion I want to state that the people of the islands 
of Samoa, Guam, and the Virgin Islands are happy under the 
government afforded them by the United States through the 
Navy Department; but notwithstanding that fact, there is a 
move on foot at this time to transfer these island governments 
from the Navy Department to the State or some other depart
ment. 

I venture the opini6n that if the people of these "islands could 
be consulted and their desires regarding this matter be obtained, 
that not 10 per cent of the inhabitants of the Virgin Islands 
would favor the transfer, not to exceed 5 per cent of the people 
of Guam would favor it, and not even 1 per cent of the people 
of Samoa would favor it. 

Then, who is it that is so interested in this contemplated 
transfer of these island governments from the Navy Depart
ment to some other department, and why is it necessary? No 
good reason has been assigned for such a transfer and none can 
be gi-ren. -

The governments in all three of these islands are as near per
fect as it is possible to have a government of one people by 
another, and the people in all of these islands are as happy as 
it is possible for a government to make them happy and con
tented. Then the proposed transfer can not be for the reason 
that the governed people of these islands are not satisfied. The 
Navy Department is willing to continue governing these islands 
as it has in the past, so the desire to transfer does not emanate 
from that source. The real reason may never be known, but it 
will be contended no doubt that it is a question of economy. 
That reason and argument can be exploded without even an 
effort. It is a well-known fact that the governing organization 
in each of these islands is composed largely of Navy personnel, 

already on the pay roll -of Uncle Sam, and while this personnel · 
could be used for other purposes- in connection with the Navy, it 
is also a well-known fact that the Navy is getting along without 
the services of these men. 

It is also a well-known fact that many of these officers and 
men who constitute the governing body of these islands could 
command anywhere from twice to three times as much salary 
for similar services in civil lif~. This is true as to all, but 
more especially · the physicians and surgeons, who are giving 
their very best in these island hospitals. Not only this, but 
there is much more I might recite along this line. 

I want now to call attention to the added fact that the gov
ernors and personnel, generally speaking, being Navy personnel, 
are independent of political parties and political influence. I 
feel th-at one of the reasons, if not the impelling reason, for 
demanding this transfer from the Navy to some other depart
ment is because certain designing individuals in these islands 
or elsewhere know that so long as the Navy Department, free 
from political influence, has control of these islands, there will 
be no opportunity to exploit them. I know, personally, that 
the Navy, while willing to continue to govern these islands, 
would not oppose being relieved of this service, that the depart
men is not asking that it be allowed to continue governing 
these islands, but that it will continue to do it, and do it well, as 
long as the duty is assigned to it. 

To make a transfer to another department of Government 
means to create a new, large, and expensive organization in 
some bureau here in Washington, and also a new and ex
pensive organization in each of these islands, with the organiza
tion in both instances composed of political office or job hunters 
and controlled by party politics. When this occurs, if it ever 
does, then prepare for real expenditures of Government funds 
in those islands, and God help the natives, for exploitation in 
all probability will be the chief business conducted in all three 
of these island possessions. For one, I am opposed to such a 
move and shall continue my opposition so long as I am a 
Member of Congress. I believe in letting well enough alone. 
[Applause.] 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 minutes to the 
gentleman from Kansas [Mr. SPROUL]. 

Mr. SPROUL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, ladies and gentle
men of the committee, I wish to make a few remarks upon 
the subject of the protective tariff, a very old subject. 

We are taught, we unsophisticated people in the midwestern 
part of our country, that the purpose of the imposition of 
protective tariff duties on products brought into our country 
from foreign countries is to protect the industries within our 
own country against cheap foreign labor and to encouxage the 
production within our own country of sufficient products to 
supply the needs of our people, and also to secure better 
prices for the producers of our products. 

Are we right about these purposes or are we wrong? Just 
why do we impose duties on imported products? From an 
academic standpoint what are the specific purposes and what 
is to be gained by imposing duties on imported products? 

Primarily, we are told here on the :floor of this House that it 
is to protect the capital invested in industry; it is to protect 
the labor employed in industry against cheap foreign labor ; 
to keep labor employed and to keep capital employed to the 
end that the industries of our own country may supply all 
the needs of our people. At no time are we concerned about 
the duties that are going to be paid by importers. We give no 
thought to this question. Nobody thinks anything about how 
much duty is going to be raised from imports. The duties that 
will be paid by the importers receive no thought from any of 
us and no attention is paid to them by anyone. But the sole 
consideration is to protect industry and labor. But we know 
that duties will be paid. We know that goods from foreign 
countries will come into our country over the tariff wall. We 
know from experience that this will be done and the question 
then is that we ought to think about who is going to pay these 
duties. Who will pay these duties ultimately? 

Up in Massachusetts these duties axe to protect the manufac
tuxer of shoes. We have heard a lot about it from both sides 
of the Chamber. They are put there to protect indu~try-that 
is, the manufacturers of shoes-and to keep capital and labor 
employed; but who is going to pay the extra price on the shoes 
that the duty will be put on when the shoes come over the 
tariff wall and are sold to our people? It will be the · con
sumers that will pay, the persons who buy and use them. 
And so it will be on sugar and on every commodity on which 
an import duty is placed. 

Now, if all of the people in our country who use imported 
goods pay in excess of what they otherwise would have paid, a 
price to enable the importer to pay his duties, they indirectly 
have paid the duty themselves. So our own people really pay 
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indirectly all the- revenue collected ·as import duties. It is an 
inexorable truth that when we buy the imported goods on which 
there is a duty we who ouy and use pay all the duty, which 
now amounts to between $500,000,000 and $600,000,000 annually ; 
and not only is this true, but we generally pay a much higher 
price for all the articles protected by the duties or imposts we 
pay. 

If our protective-tariff system does not protect each and 
every industry equally with every other industry it is faulty. 

For year-s and years $600,000,000 annually goes into the Treas
ury from imports, and it means that the people of this country 
have paid the $600,000,000 in excess prices for the products 
that they buy, besides higher prices for similar articles to those 
on which the duties have been imposed. 

Where, then, is there any wrong; where, then, is there any 
inequity in an export and import debenture certificate being 
provided for? Wheat producers are entitled to a tariff pro
tection that would enable them to receive 2-5 cents better price 
per bu hel. The 150,000,000 bushels of Kansas wheat should 
bring to the State at least $35,000,000 more each year, if the 
tariff on wheat was effective. But our people do not get it, 
although they pay their share of our import duties, and also 
higher prices on all articles coming into competition with goods 
on which duties have been levied. 

We hear about the effect of a high duty on manufactured 
watches and jewelry that come to our country and have been 
coming from Switzerland. You know we propose to put a high 
duty on those articles and to keep them out. We propose to 
destroy that country's market. Suppose that Switzerland, now 
buying products from us, retaliates and forbids the receipt of 
our goods into their country, that which we have been exporting 
there. Have we done ourselves a wrong? · Have we done our
selves an injury? There is not a particle of difference in the 
ultimate effect between the placing of a high foreign duty on 
the imported manufactured goods on the one band and thereby 
destroying a market for such goods, and on the other hand 
placing an export duty upon the products of this country so 
that they may successfully compete with similar goods of the 
foreign country. 

I want to say to the Members of this House that I hope the 
Senate will stand firm upon their contention for an export 
debenture upon wheat and cotton, and never yield as long as 
time lasts. I hope there will be no compromise, because they 
are standing for what is equitable, what is academically right, 
and what is morally right. [Applause.] 

" The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Kansas 
has expired. 

Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, for the information of Mem
bers of the House, I suggest that we begin reading the bill and 
rise upon the conclusion of the reading of the first paragraph. 

Mr. AYRES. l\Ir. Chairman, I yield now to -the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. O'CoNNOR.]. 

Mr. O'CONNOR of Louisiana. 1\Ir. Chairman, I am in favor 
of this naval appropriation bill and shall be glad to vote for it. 
It is a part of the national defense and I suppose the most 
important factor in it. There are other factors, such as a 
proper Military Establishment; that is, an Army in the fullest 
and widest significance of the word. an Army that wili embrace 
both the Regular Establishment, State National Guard, and the 
reserves, which are reasonably well .taken care of by the Nation 
to-day. Flood control is a factor which will not only prevent 
an enormous wastage in property, as that word is usually under
stood-that is, in houses, farms, and cattle that are lost through 
annual inundations-but which will also prevent that other 
terrific wastage, which is the gravest concern of those who are 
liviD~ for their country not to-day only but who believe it their 
mission 9-lso to prepare it and maintain it in full force and 
vigor for the generations to come, and that is the wastage of the 
top soil that is being carried from the most fertile parts of 
the Mississippi Valley by the flood waters of the lordly Missis
sippi and its tributaries down to the Gulf of Mexico annually 
to such an enormous extent that it takes more than 1 cubic 
mile of that which on America should live during the coming 
years. Our highways must also be our concern and their de· 
velopment and extension to all parts of the United States is 
just as important for the national welfare as· a properly con
ducted and maintained railroad system is for our national 
defense. As a matter of fact, the Navy, the first line of de
fense, the Army, the second line, backed up and supported by 
a transportation system composed of railways, highways, water
ways, and airways so coordinated as to make for the coopera
tive moYement that will spell for success and triumph in peace 
and in war time. 

For, 1\lr. Chairman, there is no use in blinding our eyes to the 
facts of human existence. There is no use in ignoring the facts 
taught by the pages of history: This world is a world bot-

tomed upon force; that is the fundamental law of life. We see 
it in operation in every phase of existence, animate and even 
inanimate. We can not afford to ignore the truths that are 
apparent to all who read and understand the reason for the 
growth of republics, kingdoms, and empires. The growth in 
each case is the result of application of force. Though we may 
preach of the benevolent manner rn which we have grown to 
the tremendous extent that has mar)red our progress, one need 
not be a cynic to recognize that ·we sprang from nothing, for 
the first comers and the early comers from Europe to America 
did not own an inch of ground on the Western Hemisphere. 

By the strong arm of might they took all that we have; first, 
from the Indians and then by slave labor, advancing agricultur
ally ; and then by purchases, such as the Louisiana Purchase, 
not altogether free from moral suspicion aJ;~d doubt; and then 
territory gained as a result of the war against Mexico and, sub
sequently, more territory gained by our conquest of Spain; so 
that we are to-day great, grand, and wonderful. Our flag floats 
in eastern seas, under the Southern Cross, and under Northern 
Lights in the far-a way Frigid Zone, and though it is our pride -
and it is with a thrill of martial glory that we say to ourselves 
and to the world as individuals and as a people, " I thank God 
I, too, am an American," the realization is ever present in the · 
mind of him who understands and does not blur the facts that 
the America of which he is so proud is the America of the 
mailed arm and the steel fist. And our country has but trod 
in the path of every other country that attained opulence and 
glory. We won the heights apd they woh the heights by ad
hering to the law and recognizing that force is the sine qua 
non to progress, development, and stability. Rome grew 
through her legions and· her triremes. England, the heart and 
soul of Great Britain, bas grown through l1er navy first, and 
her army. And she has never hesitated or scrupled when the 
necessities of the hour demanded ruthlessness as the price for 
expansion and power. So, too, with all of the other empires 
that have played out their part in the grand drama of life and 
then disappeared when they forgot the law by which they did 
grow and expand. 

It is not swashbuckling to say that kingdom by blood gained 
must b.e by blood maintained. It is merely the restatement of 
a truth as old as the human race is upon this earth. In the 
course of time Britain and our own Republic will pass away and 
be forgotten. Countries, like individuals, are born, they live, 
and pass away and in time are buried beneath oblivion's 
waves. But it is our duty as Americans to do all that we can 
in our lifetime to extend the years of our country. 

We should endeavor to so live our lives that the · Republic 
will be stronger, greater, nobler, and more powerful on the 
day when we go westward forever than on the day we fell into 
tb e life of the country through the miracle of birth. And we 
should not blind our eyes to the truths that are made self
evident by the fact of human existence. There is every reason 
in the world why Great Britain and the United States should be 
and remain friends forever. But the American that would 
carry that belief and that hope to such an extent as to imperil 
the position of his own country would be unwise, indeed. Be
ware of the seeming friend of to-day, because he may be the 
enemy of to-morrow. While related to England by ties of blood, 
which should make for almost fraternal understanding, we 
know what Great .Britain did to the colonists when that blood 
tie was even stronger than it is to-day. We know what Great 
Britain did to the strugg1ing States in the War of 1812. We 
know what England was willing to do during our Civil War, 
and though we saved her from annihilation during the World 
War let no American believe for a single moment that England 
would hesitate to subordinate us to her in the scheme of world 
affairs, of which she desires to remain the principal factor. I 
do not mention these historical facts acrimoniously, because I 
have in a measure a great admiration for a country that has 
grown so great that the sun never sets on her posse sions and 
whose drum beats are heard daily the world around. I view 
her apparent oppressions of tyranny . and even the atrocities 
she has committed with a somewhat charitable eye because I 
know that all other countries in their growth have been the 
victims of that inexorable law to which I have referred and 
the p~rpetrators of many crimes. Her unspeakable attitude for 
centuries to a people who numbered among them my own an
cestors is a blot upon her glory which she can never extinguish 
or obliterate. And the infamous treatment of that English· 
speaking people apparently was dealt out to them in hopes 
of degrading them to a point where they could neither under
stand nor ever even hope for liberty and freedom. And this not
withstanding that the Irish and the English people are very 
closely related in blood, which is evidenced by the fact that they 
speak the same tongue. 

For to use a good expressive American word, much of this 
Anglo-Saxon Celtic talk is unadulterated bunk, and used only 
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for the purpose of creating a difference in the people of the 
British I les. In my own lifetime I can remember when Liver
pool, Birmingham and Manchester were almost as Irish as 
Boston is to-day, and the Irish have contributed to the growth 
of London almost as largely as many parts of England itself, 
and so has Scotland and Wales in a measure used their blood 
with that of England. It is not only the north of Ireland that 
has felt the influence of English and Scotch blood.. English and 
Scotch for centuries have been crossing into Ireland and marry
ing there, and millions of Irish haV'e gone into England and 
married there. The point is that England has not hesitated to 
deal as monstrou ly with her own blood, which the Irish people 
are when the circumstances and conditions required as she 
dealt with China and India. There were times when that 
tyrannical misrule cried aloud to heaven for vengeance. I 
merely mention these facts as one looking on at the drama and 
tragedy of life as played by nations, and without any acrimony, 
because I know that all of the acts were apparently decreed by 
fate, and were inescapable. Because true indeed it is that God 
moves in mysterious ways His wonders to perform. And one 
of those wonders to us should be to forever remain mindful that 
we must be prepared for the day when it will bec<>me the inter
est of some great power or many powers to reduce us in order 
that they might expand accordingly and grow rich in proportion 
as it or they may make us to shrink and shrivel. There is 
no reason in the world why Great Britain should ever assail 
us except one, and that is sufficient to justify her in endeavoring 
to put us down to a second-rate position, either by her own force 
or by sicking on some other power o'r powers to do the job for 
her. 

She would not want to see us destroyed, but it might be to 
her interest to see us reduced so that we might be compelled to 
play the part of colonists again. So let us be prepared, Mr. 
Chairman, from every standpoint. Let us fight the good fight 
from day to day and discharge our duty to our country by 
keeping her prepe.red and with that Navy and Army and trans
portation system essential to the permanency of the Republic. 
Let us study new methods and devise a Navy that will be power
ful enough to protect America's greatness and her grandeur and 
her glory, which mean the wonderful civilization we have built 
up from swamp and wilderness. Let us keep our eyes open to 
the .wonderful developments that are being made daily in sub
marines and aircraft, and do not let us forget that other coun
tries would like to abolish submarines because they are the sea 
enemies which those countries have reasons to most fear. Let 
us not forget that the very fact that other countries would abol
ish them as instrumentalities of war is what should make us 
study their development with greater care and intensity. Let 
us hope, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, that wars are very re
mote; let us hope, indeed, that they shall never come again. 
For hoping very frequently produces a psychological effect and 
brings about that which is wished for. A proper mental atti
tude has a mighty in:fiuence in developing, even though it may 
not destroy or eradicate laws that are inseparably associated 
with life itself. Let us remain true to our country, though that 
advice is.. not necessary to the American people from whose 
hearts and heads comes the noble utterance: 

Our country, may she live forever and a day, but if she must die let 
it not be from internal dissension and decay but upon a battle field of 
iinperishable glory. 

As a contributing thought to the problem of :flood control let 
me· submit the views of a man who has devoted the best years 
of his life to the study of the Mississippi River and the bless
ings it has bestowed upon the people of the valley as well as to 
the havoc it has wreaked upon a people who" have been unmind
ful of their duty to properly harness the watery steed and make 
it the useful servant which it should be at all times to the 
millions that dwell behind its levees. If on the anvil of discus
sion t:be spark of truth should :fly I should know the truth about 
the lordly river and its tributaries for I have discussed the 
old river with many of the notables who know its history, its 
song~ , and its rampages. The lamented Robert Dowman, 
Marshal Ballard, James M. Thomson, James Edmonds, Walter 
Parker, George Maxwell, and my friend Thomas T. Barr have 
favored me with their views and ripened my own thought upon 
a subject that is as thrilling and attractive as it is disquieting 
to those who .want and pray to see the valley blossom as the 
rose, which it will when flood control is abso~utely and beyond 
all controversial assurance. For what it is worth read a paper 
prepared for me by one who is too modest to have me mention 
his name, who labors without hope of reward or fear of punish
ment, confident that the reward of one duty well performed is 
the power to perform and discharge another. He has labored 
for his country in order to gain that knowledge which will 
enable him to labor still more industriously for it-for be loves 
his country ~d scorns to give aught other reason why. 

FLOOD PROTECTION FOR THE VALLEY 

"Chal"ity begins at home." 
" Self-preservation is the first law of nature." 
Congress bas provided for immediate :flood protection for New 

Orleans. 
That purpose of Congress should be accomplished without 

delay. 
After two years of waiting it remains unaccomplished. 
Everything CongTess needed to do to give safety to New Or-

leans has been done. 
The purpose of Congress was clear and plain. 
There was no misunderstanding about it. 
With reference to that one matter, the safety of New Or-

leans, no further action by Congress is necessary. 
The purpose of my remarks is not criticism. 
No fault is intended to be found with the Army engineers. 
Yet the fact remains that our fate is in their hands. 
The responsibility rests with them, and to them our appeal 

mu~t be made for quick action which will make it unnecessary 
to ever again blow up a levee to protect New Orleans from a 
:tlood calamity. 

The interests of New Orleans are more than local-they are 
national. 

A serious :flood catastrophe at New Orleans would be a na
tional calamity. 

New Orleans is -a great national port for oul" world commerce. 
The city is fast becoming one of the great maritime cities of 

the world. 
Its seagoing commerce serves more than half the territory of 

of the United States of America, and probably more than four
fifths of its population, and contributes to the general prosperity 
of all its people. 

The tremendous national benefit accruing from this steady 
enlargement of our national trade with the whole world through 
the port of New Orleans is fully appreciated and recognized by 
Congress, as evidenced by the steady continuance of large ap
propriations for improTed waterways and canals connecting with 
or radiating from New Orleans. 

Whatever danger now threatens it from :tloods arises, not 
from national policies originating with Congress but originating 
with the Mississippi River Commission or the Army engineers, 
which have been radically modified by Congress. 

The ever-rising :tlood level has resulted from the national pol
icy of higher and higher levees, which did not originate wit:Q 
Congress, and Congress has now vested in the Army engineers 
full authority to establish at New Orleans a safe maximum :tlood 
level by building a spillway. 

That action was taken by Congress in May, 1928--two years 
ago--yet we still have no spillway. 

The people would have been content with ''any port in a 
storm," and would to-day be content with any spillway devised 
by the Army engineers. And if any modification of the Army 
engineer plan for the Bonnet Carre spillway would expedite 
construction, it would seem as though such modification should 
be made without delay by the Army engineers. 

Not as a suggestion as to what the Army engineers should do 
but merely to illustrate this point: The broad-shallow spillway 
plan adopted by the Army engineers requires a broad strip of 
land between the Mississippi River and Lake Pontchartrain foT 
the :flood waters to :flow a~ross. This broad-shallow spillway has 
been objected to by engineers of note, who urge a plan for a 
narrow-deep spillway which would require much less land for 
:flowage and cost less by many millions than the broad-shallow 
spillway. One cause of delay in construction has been the ac
quisition of the broad ship of land required for :flowage under 
the broad-shallow spillway plan of the Army engineers. The 
question is whether that controversy might be largely elimi
nated by the adoption of the narrow-deep 8pillway. 

Among those who believe the narrow-deep spillway plan should 
be adopted are Mr. A.. B. B. Harris, consulting engineer, of Chi
cago, and of 2905 Chamberlayne Avenue, Richmond, Va., and 
John R. Freeman, of Providence, R. I. The opinions of such 
engineers must carry weight and merit thoughtful consideration. 
In an article in the Engineering News Record, page 818, N ovem
ber 21, 1929, Mr. Harris contends: 

The total cost of constructing the narrow spillway with its necessary 
waylands (1,500 acres), guard levees, bridges, etc., will be but little, if 
any, more than one-third the cost of constructing the broad spillway 
with its necessary waylands of 7,500 acres. The saving in construction 
cost will be not less than $10,000,000. In addition to this large saving 
in construction cost the cost of operation and maintenance will also be 
greatly reduced. 

In the same issue of the Engineering News Record there is an 
article by Prof. W. B. Gregory, consulting engineer, of New 
Orleans, which questions the location and design of the Army 
engineer plan fot: a broad, shallow spillway. 
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As the award of the commission created to appraise the value 

of lands to be included in the broad, shallow spillway has been · 
set aside, the question presents itself whether the work might 
not in the end be expedited by reducing the area required for 
the spillway by 6,000 ~cres so as to be forced to acquire only 
1,500 acres for the deep, narrow spillway instead of 7,500 acres 
for the broad, shallow .spillway. ' 

The point that I want to make clear is that it seems to me 
beyond qnestion that the safety of New Orleans, and the im
mediate removal of the flood menace from its commerce and 
industries, is the question of first importance, and the necessity 
for quick action should take precedence over all controversial 
matters of opinion just as much as if works of defense were 
being built by the National Government with a view to prevent
ing an attack being made on New Orleans and the city devas
tated in a war with some foreign nation. 

When we come to the fighting of floods, we are fighting a 
great battle against nature's devastating forces which should 
be fought with the same grim determination to let nothiftg stand 
in the way of victory as we would put forth in a battle against 
war's devastating forces. 

FLOWAGE RIGHTS FOR FLOOD WAYS FROM ARK.L~SAS TO THE GULli' 

We are confronted by other questions of greater magnitude 
than those involved in the Bonnet Carre Spillway project, when 
we look at the problem of flood protection for New Orleans from 
a broader point of view. 

Chief among these is the cost of flowage rights for the flood 
ways proposed by the so-called Jadwin, or Army engineer plan, 
approved by Congress when the flood control bill became a law 
on May 15, 1928. An appeal to the courts has practically sus
pended construction of these flood ways until these flowage rights 
have been acquired. No satisfactory estimate has been made of 
their cost, but it may turn out to be prohibitive, and it may 
finally force flood storage on the tributaries as substitute for the 
flood ways, because if the waters are held back on the tributaries 
beneficial uses may be made of them, which will offset in large 
part the costs of construction. The flood ways are purely de
fensive in their nature, and permit of no use of the flood waters 
for beneficial purposes to offset con&truction costs. 

Therefore, it seems inevitable that before the flood ways are 
built the possibilities of return.s from beneficial use of flood 
·waters held back on the tributaries will be thoroughly investi
gated and studied, and all who want flood safety in the lower 
valley should take counsel among themselves to avoid being 
.drifted into an attitude of local selfishness that might arouse 
the antagonism of the people of .the tributaries, where local 
floods have done terrible damage, as in Oklahoma and Kansas 
and the Ohio Valley. We of New Orleans especially should 
recognize that we need, and must deserve, the good will, on. this 
flood question, of every community on the great watershed that 

.. pours its products through our gateway to the oceans of the 
world as part of our national world commerce. 

With that end in view I have for several sessions of Congress 
introduced at each session a bill which· provides a complete plan 
for working out this great problem of utilizing the flood waters 

. on the tributaries for beneficial uses that will create values so 
great that they will largely offset construction cost~not with 
the idea of pushing the bill but in order that we may have 
before us a well-digested measure as a basi-s for study by the 
individual Members of Congress when that vitally important 
question is reached. 

To illustrate the relation of seurce stream control to the floods 
that menace the country below Cairo let us briefly examine that 
project as an alternative to the flood way from Arkansas to the 
Gulf, on which work bas now been ..suspended because of the 
immense cost of the necessary flowage rights. 

The flood flow that must be taken care of at Old River in a 
flood like that of 1927 is 3,000,000 second-feet, approximately. Of 
that only about 2,000,000 second-feet can be taken down the main 
Mississippi River and the Atchafalaya, leaving 1,000,000 second
feet with no place to go unless it breaks the levees and runs 

. wild over the plantations and ruins cities, towns, and thriving 
communities as it forces its way to the Gulf, just as it did in 
1927. 

Now, that 1,000,000 second-feet of surplus flood with no place 
to go can be taken care of by the source stream control plan 
in this way: 

First. Reduce the total flood-peak flow at Old River by pro
viding for the beneficial use of the waters of the Red River 
watershed in such a way as to prevent any flood flow whatever 
from the Red River from ever reaching the Mississippi River at 
Old River. That would take care of 250,000 second-feet, or one-

. quarter of the surplus 1,000,000. 
Second. That leaves only 750,000 second-feet to be taken care 

of, and 400,000 of that can be held back by storage on the water-

shed of the Arkansas River so that it would not reach the Mis
sissippi until long after all danger of floods had passed. That 
leaves only 350,000 second-feet remaining of the original 1,000,000 
second-feet of surplus flood flow at Old River. 

'l'hird. Much more than that 350,000 second-feet can be held 
back on the upper Mississippi, Missouri, and Ohio Rivers, with 
their tributaries, on the authority of eminent engineers whose 
opinions can not be whistled down the wind by any " doubting 
Thomas." 

That takes care of the whole 1,000,000 second-feet of surplus 
flood at Old River, and would reduce a flood of 3,000,000 (just 
such a flood as 1~27) to 2,000,000 second-feet. If that reduction 
had been made in 1927 the damages. from that flood would not 
have occurred. 

This whole plan for the elimination of the floods of the Red 
River from Mississippi River floods may be subdivided into five 
projects for the ultimate beneficial use of the flood waters : 

(a) The project for flood storage reservoirs in Oklahoma as 
fully outlined to the Flood Control Committee of the House of 
Representatives · by Mr. E. E. Blake of Oklahoma City, at its 
hearings in 1927-28, and again quite recently. 

(b) The snpplemental project explained by Doctor Achison 
in his recent statement before the House Flood Control Com
mittee, for a very large reservoir in the Red River near Deni
son, Tex., from which the waters could be diverted through a 
cut to the Trinity River in Texas, and into other Texas riveTs, 
so as to be carried south to territory where the waters are 
greatly needed.for beneficial uses, or will be in the near future. 

(c) The project suggested by Col. Robert Bradford Marshall, 
for many years Chief Geographer of the United States Geo
logical Survey at 'Vashington, D. C., for diverting flood waters 
near Shreveport, which could be held back in storage between 
Denison and Shreveport, into the Sabine River, and thence down 
that river to the Gulf of Mexico. 

(d) The project of Wellman Bradford for a comprehensive 
canal system to furnish water for the rice fields of Louisiana 
by diversion in the neighborhood of Natchitoches, and storage 
below until needed, for that beneficial use in the rice fields. 
The demand on the fresh-water bayous for water for the rice 
fields is so great that it sometimes reverses the flow anq the 
salt water gets to the pumps, doing great harm. A stable 
unlimited supply of fresh water would be of enormous. value 
to this great industry of Louisiana· and Texas. 

(e) The fag end of any Red River flood that might have 
fallen too low down in Arkansas or Louisiana to have been 
taken care of under the four projects above enumerated could 
be diverted through a flood-water canal from Egg Bend to 
Vermilion Bay, as indicated on the map facing page 4172 of 
part 6, Hearings before Flood Control Committee, House of 
Representatives, on January 27, 1928. 

Under this complete plan for standardizing the flow of the 
Red River and eliminating its floods for beneficial use in 
Oklahoma, Texas, and Louisiana, the stage required for the 
navigation of the Red River to the Denison Dam would be 
standardized and maintained throughout the year. Only the 
flood waters would be stored and diverted for other beneficial 
uses than navigation. 

It is not proposed that the flood storage works on the tribu
taries as above described shall be delayed until the waters are 
actually needed for beneficial use. What is proposed is that 
the Government should build the works under carefully worked
out plans that would ultimately provide for the beneficial use 
of au the stored waters under some plan that would absorb the 
waters in such a way that the Government could make a charge 
for their use and thereby create an asset of· permanent value to 
it, instead of expending millions or possibly billions of dollars 
ultimately without creating anything of value in return except 
defense against devastation by floods. 

The plan for flood storage on the Arkansas River in Okla
homa, as was suggested by Mr. Blake, could be extended on 
down to Little Rock, and thereby all flood damage on that 
ri\er entirely obviated in the future, besides taking care of 
400,000 second-feet of flood waters that would otherwise force 
their way through to the Mississippi as they did in 1927. 

All the details of this Arkansa.s River project were so fully 
explained by Mr. Blake to the Flood-Control Committee at 
its recent hearings that it need not be repeated here. I have 
gone into the projects for taking care of the Red River with 
more detail, because the plans for the beneficial use of the 
flood waters of the Red River in Louisiana to supply fresh 
water to the rice fields are of great immediate importance 
to that industry at this present time. 

As to reducing the flood at Cairo 350,000 second-feet by 
flood-water storage on the watersheds of the three great rivers 
that bring them down to Cairo, the upper Mississippi, Mi souri, 
and Ohio, th~Ee would seem to be no possible doubt of the fact 



1930 ' CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 8807 
that they can be so held back on those watersheds, and all 
the waters so held back used for beneficial purposes in that 
territory. . 

General Hiram· 1\I. Chittenden, of the Army Engineer Corps, 
in his report on re ervoirs, made in 1897, 33 years ago, gave 
it as his opinion, that on the whole watershed of tJ:te Mississippi 
River above Cairo, one-fifth of the maximum of a flood like 1897 
could be taken off a t Cairo. 

Lyman E. Cooley, ,one of our greatest American hydraulic 
engineers, estimated that with 50 or 60 per cent of the ~ater
shed under control, a reduction could be made at C8.1I'o of 
500,000 to 600,000 second-feet. So it seems to be beyond 
question that the floods at Cairo, ahd at Old River, could be 
brought within safe limits, and all future flood catastrophes 
avoided, by the control of the waters on the tributary water
sheds, if we avail ourselves of the great values that may be 
created by the ultimate beneficial uses of the water to offset 
the costs of construction of the necessary works for its control 
and conservation. · • 

The success of this whole project depends on the adoption of 
a plan such as is embodied in the bill I have already referred to, 
which in this s~ion is H. R. 9848, introduced by me on. Feb
ruary 13, 1930, which creates a permanent coordinating commis
sion to work out all details and ·apportion benefits and costs 
between the various interested and benefited agencies, including 
the Nation, the States, municipalities, districts, and all local 
agencies. 

When President Wilson was President, a similar bill, known 
as the Newlands bill, was before Congress, and President Wilson 
created a Cabinet commission to report 'on it. ·That Cabinet 
commission appointed .a committee of the bureau and ' service 
chiefs to study and report on the bill. They devoted several 
months to it, and finally reported a plan which was embodied in 
the final Newlands bill, as printed in full with the hearings 
thereon, in Senate Document No. 550, Sixty-fourth Congress, 
first session. That bill was S. 5736, Sixty-fourth Congress, first 
session. 

The plan proposed by_ that interdepartmental committee 
·created a commission composed of the Secretaries of War, In
terior, Agriculture, and Commerce, with the President of the 
United States as chairman. The necessity for a board giving 
all its time to this most important and complicated subject was 
recognized and provided for through the creation of a subordi
nate water control board, composed of a chairman appointed by 
the commission and a " technical aide " or " highly qualified rep
resentative" appointed by each of the Secretaries of the four 
departments named. This plan, it will be obsel'ved, obviates 
the objections to an independent commission, and would put all 
four of the great departments of the Government having to do 
with water problems at work under a coordinating plan, each 
receiving equal recognition, so they would all be enlisted in an 
effort to adopt all practicable methods for .flood control and 
water conservation. 
· In the preparation of my bill I have retained this plan for 
a commission co!llposed of the four Secretaries, but have pro
vided for the appointment of a chairman by the President, who 
should also be the chairman of the water-control board. In 
that way we would secure the greatest efficiency, I believe. 
Each of the four Secretaries would appoint a representative 
on the water-control board, as originally recommended by the 
interdepartmental committee, as I have already explained. 

Another plan is adopted in my bill that has been tried very 
thoroughly in the case of the Appalachian National Forest act. 
A member of the Senate and a Member of the House, ex officio, 
are made members of the commission. This plan has worked 
so well in the case of the Appalachian Commission that I believe 
it will commend itself to adoption as a• part of the machinery 
which must be provided before we can expect to get any final 
right results out of this maze of complications that now involve 
the flood-control problem. 

I have grave doubts whether we will ever be able to put 
through any plan that will effectively put an end to the flood 
menace in the lower Mississippi Valley until we have provided 
the machinery for utilizing the flood waters as a great national 
asset to offset, costs of. construction. That is what my bill is 
designed to do. I am convinced that the plan it embodies of 
working through the existing departments and governmental 
machinery is ·better than to undertake to create new machinery 
or another independent commission. 

We can not avoid the ultimate conclusion that the Depart
ment of Agricultm·e and the Department of the Interior are 
now doing wonderful work in the whole field of the beneficial 
use of water for all purposes relating to more profitable agri
culture and land cultivation with irrigation and stopping gully-
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ing and erosion. My bill merely provides for coordinating all 
that work and putting it under a comprehensive plan, instead 
of hammering at it piecemeal and wasting the · flood waters to 
an extent that can not be indefinitely continued in this country 
if our agriculture is to be sustained on a profitable basis. 

The enormous benefichfl results from the use of flood water 
to promote plant and tree growth in the humid and subhumid 
regions of our country, as well as in the arid region, are clearly 
shown in a report by Prof. W. J. Spillman, of the Department 
of Ae,oriculture, on the work of Freeman Thorp at Hubert, 
Minn. 

The value of retarding and spreading flood flow, slowing up 
the run-off, and using the waters beneficially is very briefly 
demonstrated in this report, which was originally published as 
Senate Document No. 228, Sixty-third Congress, third session, 
entitled " Conservation of Rainfall-Memorandum on the work 
of Col. Freeman Thorp on his farm at Hubert, Minn. From the 
report of Prof. W. J. Spillman to the Secretary of Agriculture." 

The supply of that document has been exhausted, and I will 
ask that it be reprinted as an appendix to these remarks. It is 
peculiarly informative and pertinent to this discussion of flood 
control. 
MEMORANDUM ON THE WORK 011' COL. FREEMAN THORP ON HIS FARl.f AT 

HUBERT, MINN. ; 

On August 18- ttnd 19, 1913, I had the privilege of examining the · 
farm of Colonel Thorp, including his forest plantations, and of studying : 
the interesting methods which he has there developed. 

The most striking originality is apparent in all Colonel Thorp's work. 
He is a man who thinks deeply and rationally on problems which alise 
in his work, and he has worked out a number of important problems in ' 
connection with farming, especially for his own locality, though some 
of these problems pertain to wide regions. I will discuss these problems 
separately and outline the solutions for them which Colonel Thorp has . 
found, indicating my opini<>n as to the general applicability of the · 
methods developed. 

SOIL 

The soU on Colonel Thorp's tract is, in the main, a light sand, ~Jut : 
interspersed here and there are considerable areas of muck land. 

EMBANKMENT SYSTEM 

Colonel Thorp has instituted on the 1,500 acres of land which be 
owns a simple system of embankments constructed at very small cost, 
which accomplishes the following purposes : 

In the first place, it conserves the entire rainfall of the region, causing 
the water to soak into the soil without run-off. Secondly, it prevents 
soil erosion. In the third place, the prevention of erosion incidentally 
prevents the washing away of soluble salts in the soil. 

The embankments referred to are not so numerous as to prevent all 
surface flow of water, but they are so arranged, so far as I could see, 
over the whole tract as to cause all surface flow to lodge in places where 
it is beneficial rather than harmful . 

. Colonel Thorp's tract may be divided into forests, pastures, and culti
vated fields. The embankment system is found on all three classes of 
land. The prevention of run-otr in his forest tracts appe.ars to. have 
greatly increased the growth of forest trees in those localities where 
the water is held by the embankments. He has purposely left one tract 
of forest without embankments, though whatever run-off occurs from it , 
is caught elsewhere. The forest growth in this section of his timbered 
lands is much less satisfactory than in those sections where the em- I 

bankments occur. 
It might be urged that on lands as sandy as those in question there 

would be practically no run-off even without the embankments. It hap
pened that while I' was at this place a considerable rainfall occurred. 1 

Water ran freely over sandy sons near Colonel Thorp's house. But the 
system of embankments in that locality led this water into a garden 
tract, where it was useful. · · 

I am of the opinion that in the sandy soils of the North the simple 
system of easily constructed embankments used by Colonel Thorp could 
easily be m~de to prevent all run-off. The saving of moisture thus 
made would be less striking than in some other sections; on account of 
the sandy nature of the soil, yet the results on this farm show that the 
system is important even for these sandy soils. In arid and semiarid 
regions, especially where the soil is not sandy, and where rainfall, when 
it does occur, is more or less torrential, I am of opinion that this system 
would be of even greater value than it is on the sandy soils of northern 
Minnesota. In what we may call the semihum.id belt lying between the 
humid regions of the East and the semiarid regions of the West the 
embankment system would doubtless be of great value and would ir.sure
crops in many years where there would otherwise be failure. 

In this connection I would call your attention to the inclosed extract 
from the Kansas. Farmer, of July 19, by Prot. Edward C. Johnson, giving 
an account of a very similar embankment system in use in certain por· 
tlons of the State of Kansas. Professor Johnson gives it credit for 
marked effect on crop yields. 
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[Extracts from Kansas Farmer, July 19, 1913. Copyright, 1913] 

" CONTOUR FARMING IN KANSAS 

"B3 Edward C. Johnson, K. S. A. C. 
" Contour farming is the name given to a system of farming on roll· 

ing lands which are contoured in more or less undulating ridges around 
the slopes in order to prevent excessive run-off and soil washing after 
torrential rains. It bas been used for many years on the sandy, rolling 
lands of Alabama, Georgia, and the Carolinas, where soil washing is 
very troublesome, and is now being used in the best young orchards 
of Maryland and the Virginias. Until late years, however, contour 
farming was unknown in Kansas. 

"Adaptations of this system are now in use in this State in the 
nortbeast section to prevent soil washing and in western Kansas to 
catch and bold water. In Leavenworth County Mr. J. M. Gilman, 
famous corn man and experimenter, bas commenced to work his rolling 
fields on a contour plan. With an improvised level consisting of a 
2 by 4, 14 feet long, and a carpenter's level, be has laid off base lines 
in his fields with a slope of 1% incbes to every 14 feet. These base 
lines are run at such a distance apart that the average drop from 
one to the other is 6 feet. This leaves the lines 30 to 60 feet apart. 
In plowing these lands Mr. Gilman throws the back furrows on the 
base lines and the dead furrows come midway between, thus ridging 
the land slightly. The same system of plowing will be followed from 
year to year until the fields are shaped into gently rolling contours or 
terraceB, which . will carry any excess of water and wlll prevent wash
ing after the heaviest rains. Even this year, when the land has been 
plowed only once on this plan, soil washing bas been eirectively pre
vented. As tbe ridges are not abrupt but gently rolling, crops are 
planted on the land and handled without regard to the ridges . . 

"In western Kansas, on the farm of F. J. and D. J. Rundle, Almena, 
Norton County, a still more interesting modification of contour farming 
is found. Here a system of contouring has been used for four years, 
not so much to prevent soil washing as to prevent useless waste of 
water by excessive run-off. In this region moisture is usually the limit
ing factor in crop production, and if every drop can be saved much is 
gained. Four years ago, therefore, the Rundle brothers devised a con
tour system to prevent waste of water. With the aid of a farm level, 
similar to a surveyor's level but much less expensive, they laid out base 
lines around the slopes on their rolling fields, 50 to 100 feet apart, 
giving no slope to them whatever. 

"In planting corn or sorghums they start tbe lister on a base line, 
listing parallel to this line until half the land is listed. The lister is 
then started on the next base line and continued on both sides of it .and 
parallel to it until the listed furrows meet the listed portion next to the 
preceding base line. Any small irregular strips which may remain are 
then listed in sbort furrows parallel to one listed side or tbe other. 
When these are finished listing is started on tbe next base line, etc., 
until the field is planted. Now, when the rains come in torrents, as is 
often the oose in western Kansas, the water is caught in the furrows, 
which often are filled from rim to rim, so that clear belts of water may 
be seen stretching around the slopes. After ordinary showers there is 
no run-off whatever, while after a torrential rain the run-off is reduced 
to a minimum and the water soaks into the ground instead of being 
wasted uselessly. The additional moisture thus utilized often· is suffi
cient to insure successful crops, where if run-off were allowed failure 
would result. The Rundle brothers hav~ bad successful crops in seasons 
when their Jleigbbors, farming according to the usual methods, have 
had little or nothing. 

" This system is also used when oats and wheat are grown, the land 
being ridged slightly along the base lines by an improvised grader or 
drag, made of planking, or by plowing back furrows aiong the base 
lines, leaving dead furrows midway between. 

" Contour farming cuuld undoubtedly be utilized profitably in this 
State to a much greater extent than at present. In the northeast 
section there is much rolling land which is not cut up too badly to 
contour easily. Here contouring to prevent soil washing ~ould be 
found practicable in many cases not only where general farming 1s 
carried on but also where young orchards are being planted. 

" In western Kansas rolling lands or lands sloping slightly are also 
exceedingly plentiful. Here, where every drop of water that comes 
should be saved and utilized to the utmost, contour farming will be a 
wonderful help in water conservation." 

In humid and superbumid regions it is doubtful if Colonel Thorp's 
system could be utilized without modification, on account of the ex
cessive amount of moisture it would hold on the soil in many places. 
But by a very slight modification, such as is seen in the Mangum ter
race described in Bureau of Plant Industry Circular 94, the system 
would add greatly to the proportion of the rainfall absorbed by the soil 

·and at the same time dispose of the surplus which would be injurious 
rather than beneficial if held on the soil. 

:Mr. FRENCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield two r,ninutes to the 
gentleman from Hawaii [Mr. HousTON]. 

Mr. HOUSTON of Hawaii. Mr. Chairman and members of 
the committee, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. C&ass], in the 
course of his interesting debate, referred fu terms to the Navy 
of this country in such a way ~s to indicate that he has but 

little confidence in its ability. I rise to bring to the attention 
of the House the fact that the Navy of this country bas never 
failed it. The Navy from a small beginning in the War of 
Independence has always fouaht with honor. During the War 
of 1812 it was the Navy that largely brought the war to an end. 
The war with France was stopped by the Navy. The Tripolitan 
barbarians w·ere defeated by the Navy, and the conclusion of 
that unfortunate fratricidal War between the States wa helped 
through the splitting of the Confederacy in twain by the Navy. 
The war with Spain was concluded by the Navy; and in the 
World War, starting from scratch, if you please, with practi
cally no merchant marine, the Navy of this country transported 
almost 50 per cent of the men across the seas without a single 
casualty in going across. I think the country need never fear 
that the Navy. will fail it in its hour of peril. 

Mr. FRENCH. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask that the Clerk now read 
the bill for amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amendment. 
The Clerk read down to and including line 8, on page 4. 
Mr. FRENCH. M1·. Chairman, I move that the committee do 

now rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re

sumed the chair, Mr. HocH, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com
mittee had bad under consideration the bill H. R. 12236, the 
naval appropriation bill, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

TIME FOR OU'ITING TIMBER ON CERTAIN LANDS . IN OIUOOON 

Mr. COLTON. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent- to take 
from the Speaker's table the bill (S. 4057) authorizing the Sec
retary of the Navy to extend the time for cutting and removing 
timber from certain revested and reconveyed lands in the State 
of Oregon. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands a similar House bill 
is on the calendar? 

Mr. COLTON. I am informed they are identical. 
The SPEAKEJR. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows : 
Be it enacted, etc., That tbe Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 

hereby, empowered, at his discretion, to extend the period within which, 
under tbe terms of the patent therefor, the timber may be cut and re
moved by the purchaser thereof, his heirs or assigns, from revested 
lands of the Oregon-California Railroad grant lands, and reconveyed 
lands of the Coos Bay Military Wagon Road land grants, either here
tofore or hereafter sold by the United States; and the Secretary of the 
Interior is furtber hereby authorized to make such rules and regulations 
as be may deem proper governing the _granting of extensions of time 
to such purchasers and the length of such extension and the method by 
which and terms upon which the same may be granted. 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. COLTON. Yes. 
Mr. GARNER. As as I understand it, this is an extension of 

time for the sale of timber on certain lands which was author
ized by Congress some 8 or 10 years ago. 

Mr. COLTON. That is correct. It authorizes the Secretary 
of the Interior to extend the time in his discretion. 

Mr. GARNER. The only criticism I have to make of it is 
this: This is giving the Secretary of the Interior discretion with 
no limitation. He could extend it 10 years or 20 years or 50 
years. I do not think that is good public policy. I think the 
Public Lands Committee ought to have put a limitation upon it, 
ought to have guarded the matter as far as possible. Nobody 
questions the integrity or the judgment of the Secretary of the 
Interior, but there have b~n times in the history of the country, 
and not so long ago, when discretion placed in the Secretary of 
the Interior was a dangerous one. It is not good policy for 
Congress to turn over to the Secretary of the Interior without 
limitation of his discretion, in respect to the sale of timber, and 
to make rules and regulations under which it may be sold. 

Mr. COLTON. The extension must be made under the terms 
of the patent that has already been issued for this timbel:, which 
requires that it must be done within a period of 10 years. 

Mr. GARNER. Does the gentleman consider this bill to mean 
tl:.at the Secretary of the Interior could not extend it in excess 
of 10 years? 

Mr. COLTON. That is my understanding. 
Mr. GARNER. But the bill does not say so. It leaves it in 

his discretion. I talked to gentlemen interested in this matter. 
I shall not object to it, because it is desirable legislation per
haps, but I do place in the RECORD the suggestion that commit
tees do not leave too much discretion to the executive 
departments of the Government. 

Mr. COLTON. I am sure the Secretary of the Interior in 
extending this time will impose more advantageous conditions 
~o ~h~ .!!_oye!nment on the control of it than have heretofore 
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been imposed. He will make rules and regulations requiring 
them to make regulations for fire protection, which has not been 
had heretofore. 

Mr. GARNER. ' Let us hope so. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection 1 · 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
A motion to r econsider the vote by which the bill was passed 

was laid on the table. 
A similar House bill was laid on the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

Mr. LEAVITT. Mr. Speaker, on Friday last, through my own 
misinformation, I inadvertently misinformed the House in say
ing that the bill ( S. 4098) to provide funds for cooperation with 
the school board at Browning, Mont., in the extension of the 
high- chool building to be available to Indian children of the 
Blackfeet Indian Reservation, which I asked unanimous consent 
to have considered at that time, was identical in form with the 
bill H. R. 10215, which was on the House Calendar. I should 
have made a comparison. My information was that they were 
absolutely the same. I find that there is one difference. I 
should have said that they were similar rather than identical. 
If anyone has any objection to the procedure taken at that time, 
I would be very glad to ask unanimous consent now to vacate it 
and take the matter up again. 

Mr. GARNER. The substance of the bills, I take it, was the 
same; that is, the object of the legislation to ·be accomplished 1 

Mr. LEAVITT. Oh, yes. 
Mr. SNELL. They were practically the same? 
Mr. Lli.lAVITT. Yes. 

GRAND ARMY MEMORIAL DAY SERVICES 

Mr. REECE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill S. 3498, to aid the Grand Army 
of the Republic in its Memorial Day services May 30, 1930, 
which I send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlema·n from Tennessee asks unani
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill S. 3498, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
s. 3498 

A bill to aid the Grand Army of the Republic in its Memorial Day 
services, May 30, 1930 

Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,500 be, and the same is 
hereby, authorized to be appropriated to aid the Grand Army of the 
Republic Memorial Day Corporation in its Memorial Day services, May 
30, 1930, and in the decoration of the graves of the Uniop soldiers, 
sailors, and marines with tlags and tlowers in t'be national cemeteries 
in the District of Columbia and in the Arlington National Cemetery in 
Virginia. 

SEC. 2. That said fund shall be paid to the treasurer of the Grand 
Army of the Republic Memorial Day Corporation and shall be disbursed 
by him for said memorial service. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
:Mr. GARNER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker

and I do not intend to object-I understand the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. QUIN] approves of .this and that it meets the 
approval of the Committee on Military Affairs? 

Mr. QUIN. That is correct. And I may say that they 
usually put flowers on Confederate graves at the same time. 

The SPF.lAKER. Is there objection 1 
There was no objection. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, was read the 

third time, and passed. 
A motion to reconsider the vote whereby the Senate bill was 

passed was laid on the table. 
VETERANS' RELIEF BILL 

Mr. CLANCY. ~ir. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex
tend my remarks in the RECORD on the Johnson veterans' relief 
legislation. 

The . SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman .from Michigan? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, ladies. and gentlemen of the 

.House, I voted recently for the Johnson veterans' relief bill be
cause I believed it to be just and meritorious. This bill will 
provide relief for tens of thousands of veterans. 

Some time ago I introduced in the House a bill to pay the 
entire amount of the adjusted-compensation certificates as a 
cash bonus to veterans of the World War immediately. My 
bill is practically identical with the Brookhart bill in the Senate. 

After talking personally with President Hoover and realizing 
the opposition of the United States Treasury Department and 

in Congress to the heavy strain of paying the entire amount 
which calls for the expenditure of approximately three and a 
half billion · doilars, I presented two alternative bills-one pro
viding for payment of 25 per cent of tile adjusted compensa· 
tion in cash and the other providing for 50 per cent. 

I have introduced a fourth measure which provides that no 
interest be charged war veterans wbo borrow money on their 
adjusted-<!ompensation certificates. My proposal would kill 
interest rates on past loans and prevent charging of interest in 
the future. This is the least controversial of all my veterans' 
relief bills, I believe. 

I do not believe there is any community in the country where 
the number of veterans, as compared to the total population, is 
greater than it is in Detroit. This arises from the fact that so 
many men of the veterans' age have become dissatisfied with 
their local situation and have moved to Detroit to get better 
employment at higher wages and under better working conditions 
as to hours, and so forth. 

The Director of the Census, however, will inform you that the 
unemployment situation in Detroit is very acute because of that 
very fact. An exceedingly large number of veterans are in dis
tress, and the sentiment for the payment of their adjusted
compensation certificates immediately and in cash is stronger 
in Detroit than probably in any other center in the United 
States. The demand for the payment of the bonus in cash 
immediately for needy, destitute, or disabled ex-service men is 
practically unanimous. 

The plight of sick or disabled veterans is considerably reme
died by the Johnson bill. It will afford just and needed relief 
to tens of thousands of cases for which no relief is possible 
under the present law. I have personally come in contact with 
thousands of cases, m~ of them face to face and some by letter 
and petition, and I v(,u~h for the genuineness of these claimf?. 

Many of these cases are pititul in the extreme. I have been 
nearly 20 years in the Federal Government service and have 
handled tens of thousands of claim,s of veterans and dependents 
·of the Civil War, Spanish War, Great War, and other forms 
of Army and Navy service. · I aever knew conditions to be so 
bad in this class of cases as ai present except that Civil War 
claims have grown less and less during each of these 20 years. 

I do not believe anybody living on · the east side of Detroit 
has had more contacts with veterans' cases or closer relations 
with them over a long period of years than myself. Not only 
have I had a part in working for and voting for great veterans' 
relief bills but I have personal!! ;leaded tens of thousands of 
individual cases during these 20 years. 

First, I began as a Congressm~n's secretary in 1911 and con
tinued this work for many years. Before the Great War and 
at the time of Villa's raid across the Mexican border, when three 
or four regiments of Michigan troops were sent· to quell that 
trouble, I was one of the organizers and founders of the Detroit 
Patriotic Relief Fund which raised thousands of dollars to take 
care of the destitute women .and children of those Michigan 
soldiers. 

At first we had to herd those sick, hungry, and destitute women 
and children in the Light Guard Armory and afford them relief 
there ; then we carried food, f11el, medicine, clothing, and rent 
into their homes. 

Then the Great War broke out and the Detroit Patriotic Re
lief Fund which was doing such wonderful work was taken over 
almost entirely by the Red Cross and was known as the home
service section. Immediately thousands of fresh cases developed 
in the families of tens of thousands of Detroit boys who left 
for the war. 

I became a director of this home-service section of the Red 
Cross and served actively upon that board for eight years 
including the year or two as a director of the fund. 

We helped in the war by giving the soldier the ease of mind 
and confidence and security that his loved · ones at home were 
getting every attention and in many cases they were better cared . 
for than when the soldier himself was providing for them, for 
we raised hundreds of thousands of dollars and saw that each 
family had food, fuel , clothing, and shelter, and besides that 
they had first-class medical and dental attention. 
. In many cases we saw that the medical operations which the 
soldier himself could not provide were furnished by the best 
surgeons in Detroit at the best hospitals without charge to the 
dependent. 

Faithfully for eight years I assiduously gave my attention to 
tha t work. No director signed more checks or vouchers for 
money for these dependents than I did. Many cases in which 
the emergency was difficult I gave my personal attention, as for 
instance, where the landlord wanted to throw the family out 
on the street for continued nonpayment of rent or because of 
some nuisance, or where debts of long standing or recent accu
mulation had to be met outside our budget. 
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There was never a breath of scandal against my handling any 

of this money or as a matter of fact against any other director 
involved. There was never a claim of unfairness or prejudice 
raised against us arising out of racial, nationality, or religious 
affiliations. It was a no'hle work carried out under dominance 
of the .highest ideals. 

The distress which I witnessed in thousands of families 
roused my sympathy, and I stood for the soldiers' cash bonus of 
1923-24 in the face of serious opposition from powerful interests 
which thought we could not a:trord that amount of money at 
that time. 

I worked and voted for the soldiers' adjusted compensation bill 
which provided nearly $4,000,000,000 for veterans. I received 
hundreds of letters and telegrams urging me not to do this, and 
I had to meet that opposition when I run for reelection. I also 
voted to pass this bill over the veto of President Coolidge. 

I favored the soldiers' bonus passed by the Michigan State 
Legislature, and did all I could to secure passage of that legis
lation. 

This year I introduced in Congress a bill to pay the adjusted 
compensation certificates in cash immediately rather than to 
wait for their payment u:pon death or in 1945 when the service 
men lived that long. 

I was one of the first to recognize the injustice of taxing a 
needy veteran 6 per cent compound interest on loans made on 
his adjusted compensation certificate. In nearly every case 
the veteran gets but a small percentage of the total amount due 
him and then the 6 per cent compound interest eats up the rest 
by 1945. 

I pointed out that the Government sometimes loans to the 
District of Columbia on public projects large sums of money 
without any interest whatsoever. 

I pointed out that the Government has a four hundred million 
dollar revolving loan fund for the benefit of farmers who never 
fought for their country and the rate of interest is about 3* per 
cent. 

I pointed out that one of the committees on which I serve
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries Committee-has a loan fund 
of $250,000,000 for the patriotic enterprise of building up the 
American merchant marine, and that money is loaned to ship
builders out of this fund at about 3:14 per cent. 

I pointed out that this same committee recently put through 
an amendment that while a ship is under con.struction, possibly 
over a long period of time, the rate of interest on the loan is 
slightly over 2 per cent~ 

In public addresses I have declared for the payment in cash 
of the full face value of the adjusted service compen.sation cer
tificates immediately when the veteran is needy, destitute, or 
disabled. Also in public addresses I have made speeches and 
stirred up sentiment for payment of 25 or 50 per cent of 
the adjusted compensation certificates or whatever the Govern
ment can afford. 

Thoughtless people think it i.s easy for the Government to 
raise the three and one-half billions and pay the adjusted com
pensation certificates immediately. I saw President Hoover 
personally on this recently and urged him to do · so, but of 
course, I knew the difficulty he and Secretary Mellon face in 
providing these three and one-half billions immediately. That 
is why I have said in public speeches that I was willing to take 
what I could get and vote for all that possibly could be raised 
by the Government now to pay off these veterans. 

Some people criticize the American Legion, the Veterans of 
Foreign Wars, the Disabled Veterans' organization, Spanish 
War Veterans' Association and the G. A. R. because they have 
not obtained from Congress larger sums of money for the 
veterans. 

The Great War veterans, mainly through the efficient work 
done by the American Legion, has already secured a payment of 
$5,000,000,000 from the taxpayers' pockets for veterans of the 
Great War. If the legislation already on the books i.s not added 
to, the payments provided for out of the National Treasury by 
1940, will run to $11,000,000,000. 

Then will come a large amount in 1945 in payment of the 
adjusted compensation certificates provided in the law of 1924, 
which I voted for, and which we passed over the President's 
veto. · 

I say that the Congress has only done its duty in making these 
tremendous payments to veterans. I think they should be more 
just and more generous and provide further relief. I do not 
want to take time to argue the service of the veterans to the 
country nor the sacrifices they made. It i.s enough to say that 
they paid more to the country in these services and sacrifices 
than t.hey are receiving or will receive in cash out of the tax
payers' pockets. 

Hospitalization for needy cases has always been one of the 
main projects of the Amel'ican Legion and other yeterans' -or-

ganizations. For adequate hospitalization I have always worked 
strenuously. 

On March 29 of this year I helped dedicate a Federal hospital 
at Windmill Point, Detroit, which was secured by Congressman 
McLEOD and myself only after strenuous labor. 

This year I voted for a Fede'l'al hospital bill amounting to 
about $17,000,000, which included a large item for the veterans' 
hospital at Camp Custer, Battle Creek. 

A couple of weeks ago I appeared before the Rouse Veterans' 
Committee and supported officers of the American Legion of · 
Michigan and of the Veterans of Foreign Wars of Michigan in 
their efforts to secure additional beds for the Federal hospital 
at Camp Custer. 

This year I appeared before the House Pensions Committee 
and argued for an age and service bill for all Spanish-American 
War vete:rans. The committee finally voted out a bill appropriat
ing about $11,000,000, and I voted on the fioor of the House 'for 
this bill. 

During my many years of service in Washington I have 
worked for a number of bills for the relief of Civil War veterans 
and their dependents. 

I challenge anybody who presumes to criticize my attitude on 
veterans' relief to produce any man on the east side of Detroit 
in my district who has worked longer and more effectively and 
more powerfully for American veterans' relief than myself. 

MUSCLE SHOALS 

Mr. REECE. l\lr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to have 
until midnight in which to file a report on Senate Joint Resolu
tion 49, to provide for the national defense by the creation of a 
corporation for the operation of the Government properties at 
and near Muscle Shoals, in the State of Alabama, and for other 
purposes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

There was no objection. 
INVESTIGATION OF COMMUNIST P.ROPAGA.NDA 

Mr. SNELL. J\.Ir. Speaker, I present a privileged resolution 
from the Committee on Rules for printing in the RECOBo. 

The resolution is a.s follows: 
House Resolution 220 

Resowed, That the Speaker of the House of Representatives is 
authorized and directed to appoint a committee of five Members of the 
House of Representatives to investigate Communist propaganda in the 
United States and particularly in our educational institutions; the 
activities and membership of the Communist Party of the United 
States; and all affiliated orgo.ni.zatiomJ and groups thereof; the rami.fi
eation of the Communist International in the United States; The 
.Amtorg Trading Corporation; The Daily Wor.ker; and all entities, 
groups or individuals who are alleged to advise, teach, or advocate the 
overthrow by :force or violence of the Government of the United States, 
or attempt to undermine our republican form of government by inciting 
riots, sabotage, or revolutionary disorders. 

· The committee shall report to the House the results of its investiga
tion, including such recommendations for legislation as it deems 
advisable. 

For such purposes the committee, or any subcommittee thereof, is 
authorized to sit and act at such times and places in the District of 
Columbia or elsewhere, whether or not the House is in session, to bold 
such hearings, to employ such experts, and such clerical, stenographic, 
and other assistants, to reguire the attendance of such witnesses and 
the production of such books, papers, and documents, to take such 
testimony, to have such printing and binding done, and to make r.uch 
expenditures as it deems necessary. 

1\Ir. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, may I ask the gentleman from 
New York when he expects to call that up? 

J\.Ir. SNELL. We expect to call it up at the first opportunity. 
It may be several days from now. The German debt resolution 
is one of the first things to be called up. 

Mr. GARNER. May I ask the gentleman from New York if 
he has had hearings on this resolution? 

Mr. SNELL. We had. 
1\Ir. GARNER. Were they printed? 
J\.1r. SNELL. They were not. 
Mr. GARNER. Can we have them printed, so that the 

House may have copies of them? 
Mr. SNELL. I see no reason for not having them printed. 
Mr. GARNER. As I recall, for four or five years there 

have been no investigation of anything by the House. The 
other body has made several investigations. Now we have a 
question where the Committee on Rules thinks it necessary to 
authorize an investigation. It seems to me we ought to have a 
reason for it. The only reason we can get is from the state
pJ.ent of the gentleman from New York or his colleagues, or 



l 

1930 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 8811 
from the printed hearings. I think we should have the hear
ings printed. 

Mr. SNELL. The gentleman from New York has no objec
tion to having the hearings printed, and he may say that it 
was with some ~·eluctance that he brought in the resolution. 
The Committee on Rules has not been in favor of investiga
tion , but here is a resolution that we thought proper to bring 
in. From the information furnished us from the bearings and 
private sources, the members of the Committee on Rules did 
not want to take the responsibility of withholding it. 

Mr. GARNER. I am not making any criticism of the gentle
man from New York or of the Committee on Rules. 

1\lr. SNELL. Whether you are or not, I am just stating the 
facts. 

:Mr. GARNER. I know it bas been the practice of the 
gentleman's committee for several years to print the bearings 
on tatements and reports made to them. This must be an 
extraordinary case. Heretofore for five or six years the gen
tleman bas sat upon resolutions calling for investigations or 
kept them in his pocket. 

Mr. SNELL. I beg the gentleman's pardon. I have never 
kept any in my pocket. I do not handle them in that manner. 

Mr. GARNER. The gentleman bas kept them in the com-
mittee. 

·Mr. SNELL. Every resolution reported out by our commit
tee has been presented to the House. 

INCREAS&s UNDER THE HAWLEY-SMOOT TARIFF BILL 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECoRD by printing a list of the 
increases in tariff rates in the pending tariff bill as compared 
"itn those in the present law. 

1\Ir. SNELL. Have not those been printed? 
Mr. GARNER. No. 
1'be SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 

gentleman from Texas? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker; under the leave to extend my 

remarks in the RECORD, I include the following: 
Liat of increasu carried in the Hawleu-SmrJot taril{ biU, showing actual or computed 

ad valorem ratea baaed 0'11 19f8 imports under Fordney-McOu:mber Act and Hawle1J
Smoot bill-Specific rates shown in some instances 

SCHEDULE 1.--<:HEMICALS, OIL9, AND PAINTS 

Acids and acid anhydrides: 

Fordney
McOumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

Acetic acid, containing not more than 65 
per cent of acetic acid. 

?4 cent per 1% cents per 
pound. pound. 

Formic ___________ __________ ---- ____ --- ___ -_ 25 per cent. _____ 38.73 per cent. 
Tannic acid-

Containing less than 50 per cent of tan
nic acid. 

Containing 50 per cent or more of tan
nic acid. 

Tartaric acid .• ___ --------------------------

Chromic acid.---------~-------------------
Stearic acid. _________ ----------------------

Ammonium compounds: Ammonium carbon
ate and bicarbonate. 

Barium compounds: 

4 cents per 
pound. 

10 cents per 
pound. 

6 cents per 
pound. 

Free_- --- -------
13.28 per cent. __ _ 
30.23 per cent ___ _ 

Barium chloride __________ _______ __________ 116.07 per cent._ 
Barium oxide _______ ___________ ____________ 25 per cent_ ____ _ 

Caffeine citrate. __ ----------------------------- ----_do ____ - -----
Calcium acetate .. ------------------------------ Free. __ ---------
Casein _______ _ ---- ----- ------ ------------------ 19.47 per cent. __ 

Compounds of casein, known as galalith or 45.15 per cent. __ 
any other name, in finished or partly 
finished articles, n. s. p. f. 

Chalk or whiting or Paris white: 

5 cents per 
pound. 

11 cents per 
pound. 

8 cents per 
pound. 

25 per cent. 
Do. 

40.31 per cent. 

185.71 per cent. 
46.83 per cent. 
91.55 per cent. 
28.4.6 per cent. 
42.83 per cent. 
70.15 per c-ent. 

Chalk, dry, ~ound, or bolted whiting __________ 25 per cent_ _____ 175.76 per cent. 
Dietbylbarbituric acid, salts, and compounds _______ do __ ______ __ 30.61 per cent. 
Cellulose acetate, compounds, combinations, 

mixtures: 
Cellulose in blocks, sheets, rods, tubes, 60 per cent. _____ 80 per cent. 

etc., finished or partly finished articles, 
D. S. p. f. 

Cellulose compounds, including pyroxylin, 
and other cellulose esters and ethers, 
combinations or mixtures-

Transparent sheets more tlian0.003 and 50 per cent_ ___ __ 56.25 per cent. 
not more than 0.032 of 1 inch in 
thickness. 

Transparent sheets not more than 0.003 25 per cent_ _____ 45 per cent. 
of 1 inch in thickness. 

Ethers and esters: Butyl acetate ____________________ do ________ ___ 53.34 per cent. 
Hexamethylenetetramine ____________________________ do __________ 39.50 per cent. 
Gelatin: 

Edible, valued at less than 40 cents per 35.63 per cent_ __ 42.33 per cent. 
pound. 

Inedible, valued at less than 4.0 cents per 27.73 per cent._ _ 35.30 per cent. 
pound. 

Inedible, valued at more than 40 cents per 28.41 per cent.__ 34.61 per cent. 
pound. 

Vegetable glue.-------------------------------- 34.27 per cent_ __ 44 per cent. 
Pectin----------------------------------------- 20 per cent ______ 25 per cent. 

List of increasu carried in the Hawteu-Smool tariff bill, showing adual or computed 
ad valorem rate& baaed on 19f8 import& under Fordney-McOumber Act and Hawleu
Smoot biU-Specific ratea shown in a.ome insta'IICes-Continued 

SCHEDULE 1.-CHEJIUCALS, OILS, AND PAINTS-continued 

Glue, glue size, and fish glue: 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

Valued less than 4.0 cents per pound________ 37.25 per cent____ 4.8 per cent. 
Valued more than 4.0 cents per pound ______ 29.38 per cent ____ 35.72 per cent. 

Juice of lemons, limes, oranges, or other citrus Free ____________ 65.33 per cent. 
fruits, unfit for beverage purposes. 

Magnesium compounds: Oxide or calcined 17.4.6 per cent____ 34.92 per cent. 
magnesia. 

Oils, animal and fish: 
Sperm, refined, or otherwise processed ______ 19.32 per cent ____ 27.05 per cent. 
Spermaceti wax_______________________ _____ Free ___ --------- 25 per cent. 
Wool grease containing more than 2 per cent 20.4.8 per cent____ 40.95 per cent. 

free fatty acids. 
Wool grease containing 2 per cent or less, 22.62 per cent__ __ 4.5.23 per cent. 

not medicinal. 
Wool grease, medicinal, including adeps 11.36 per cent ____ 34.09 per cent. 

lame. 
Oils, vegetable; 

Linseed or flaxseed and combinations and 40.83 per cent____ 55.68 per cent. 
mixtures. 

Olive, weighing, with container, less than 40.54 per cent____ 51.35 per cent. 
4.0 pounds., 

Palm-kernel oil, edible.-------------------- Free. __ - - -------
Sesame oil, edible_------------------------- ____ _ do __________ _ Soybean oil ________________________________ 2~ cents per 

Phosphorus trichloride. ____ ___________________ _ 
Precipitated barium sulphate or blanc fixe ____ _ 
Ultramarine blue and all other blues containing 

Ultramarine, valued at more than 10 cents per 
pound. 

pound. 
25 per cent. ____ _ 
43.57 per cent ___ _ 
3 cents per 

pound. 

12.32 per cent. 
28.14 per cent. 
3~ cents per \ 

pound. 
42.14. per cent. · 
54.46 per cent. 
4 cent's per 

pound. 

Decolorizing, deodorizing, or gas-absorbing 20 per cent. _____ 45 per cent. 
chars and carbons. 

Vermilion reds, containing quicksilver_-------- 21 per cent.----- 26.37 per cent. 
Cuprous oxide·-------------------------------- 25 per cent ______ 35 per cent. 
Lithopone and other combinations or mh:tures 29.17 per cent___ 44.17 per cent. 

of zinc sulphide and barium sulphate, con
taining 30 per cent or more zinc sulphide. 

Potassium compounds: 
Pota.'!Sium citrate __________________________ 25 per cent. ____ _ 
Potassium permanganate. ______ __ __________ 44.30 per cent_ __ 
Potassium nitrate or saltpeter, refined ______ 12.75 per cent_ __ 

Sodium.--------------------------------------- Free._----------
Potassium. ___ ------------- -------------------- _____ do._--------
Lithium, beryllium, and Clllsium ____________________ do._--------
Sodium compounds: 

30.69 per cent. 
66.45 per cent. 
25.50 per cent. 
25 per cent. 

Do. 
Do. 

Sodium phosphate (except pyro) n. s. p. f._ 22.31 per cenL. _ 33.46 per cent. 
Sodium phosphate, containing less than 22.73 per cenL __ 68.18 per cent. 

45 per cent water. 
Sodium silicofluoride ________ _______________ 25 per cent. _____ 42.93 per cent. 
Sodium sulphate, anhydrollS-______________ 8.01 per cent____ 12.01 per cent. 

Starch: 
Potato. _________ ----- ___ ----------------- __ 
N. s. p. L ----------------------------------
Rice ______ ---------------------------------Corn ____________________________ ______ ____ _ 
Wheat. __ ___ __________________ ------ ______ _ 
Soluble or chemically treated starch __ __ ___ _ 

Dextrine, made from potato starch or potato 
flour. 

49.45 per cenL .• 
14.76 per cent_ __ 
18.30 per cent_ __ 
7.11 per cenL __ _ 
19.02 per cent.. __ 
24.87 per cenL __ 
43.83 per cent ___ _ 

70.64 per cent. 
22.14 per cent. 
27.45 per cent. 
10.67 per cent. 
28.50 per cent. 
39.79 per cent. 
58.45 per cent. 

Dextrine, n. s. p. f., burnt starch, dextrine 25.11 per cent ____ 40.18 per cent. 
substitutes. 

Strychnine alkaloid __________________________ __ 48.21 per cent ____ 64.28 per cent. 
Other salts of strychnine._------ --------- ------ 29.30 per cent_ ___ 39.15 per cent. 
Turpentine: 

Spirits oL--------------------------------- Free ____________ 5 per cent. 
Gum _____________ -------------------------- _____ do___________ Do. 
Rosin ____ ______________ -------------------- __ ___ do___________ Do. 

Vanadium compounds: 
Vanadic acid, vanadic anhydride, and salts_ 25 per cent. _____ 40 per cent. 
Chemical compounds, mixtures, and salts _____ do.__________ Do. 

wholly or in chief value of vanadium, 
n. s. p. f. 

Zinc sulphide _________________ __ _________ ___ ___ 10.73 per cent_ ___ 21.46 per cent. 
Ethyl-hydrocnpreine, salts and compounds ____ Free ____________ 20 cents per 

ounce. 
Paints, colors, and pigments, commonly known 41.64 per cent____ 74.12 per cent. 

as artists•, school, students' . or children's 
paints or colors. 

SCHEDULE 2.-EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE 

Brick: 
Sand-lime__________________________________ Free ___ --------- 2t. 73 per cent. 
Common building ______________________________ do ___________ 23.52 per cent. 

Tiles: 
Unglazed·--------------------------------- 49.17 per cent_ ___ 61.47 per cent. Glazed _____________________________________ 50.92 per cent_ ___ 63.65 per cent. 
Ceramic mosaics-

Valued at 40 cents per square foot ______ 49.n per cent_ ___ 62.21 per cent. 
Valued at over 40 cents per square foot. 50 per cent_ _____ 60 per cent. 

Other tiles, including cement tiles-
Valued not over 40 cents per square foot. 51.28 per cent.___ 64.10 per cent. 
Valued over 40 cents per square foot____ 50 per cent._____ 60 per cent. 

Quarry tiles, red or brown, measuring % 66.19 per cent.___ 70 per cent. 
inch or over in thickness. 

Periclase, crude.---- --------------------------- Free ____________ 2~o cent 
pound. 

Cement, Portland, and other hydraulic _____________ do __________ _ 16.86 per cent. 
Plaster of Paris: Statues1 statuettes,. and bas- 25 per cent_ _____ 50 per cent. 

reliefs, wholly or in chief value of, manufac-
tures of. 

per 
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Lid of increa-su ~arried i'TI th.e Hawlev-Smoot tsriff biU, ~lu1Wffig -actual -or computed 

ad rolorem ratu based on 19!8 imports under Fordney-McCumber Act and Hawlev
Smoot bill-Specific rates shown in Borne in-stancea-Continued 

SClnlDUL.E 2.-EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GUSSWARE-Continued 

Fordney
McCumber 
.Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

Pumice, wholly or partly manufactured ________ 96.84 per cent ____ 132.()5 per cent. 
Feldspar, crude_------------------------------- Free ___ --------- 12.38 per cent. Glass sand ________________________________________ do ___________ 215.84 per cent. 
Mica: 

Valued over 15 cents per pound_ __________ 25 per oent_ _____ ~1.70 per cent. 
Manufactured, cut _________________________ 30 per cent ______ 40'Per cent. 
Scrap and waste valued at not more than 5 10 per cent ______ 25 per 'Cent. 

cents per pound. 
Scrap and waste valued over 5 cents per _____ do ___________ 40 per cent. 

pound. · 
Films cut to dimension.c; ____________________ 40 per cent ______ 45 pereent. 

Talc, steatite, soa;pstone, French chalk, ground, 25 per cent ______ 35 per cent. 
washed, powdered, etc. (except toilet prepara-
tions). 

Li t of increa~s cllrried in ·the Hawler~-Smoiit tariff bill sh.owinfi actual or 'COmputed 
ad valor~m rates !Jased on 19!8 i??~ports u_nder Fordner/McCumber Act and Hawlev· 
Smoot bill-Specific rates shown m some mstance&--Continued · 

SCHEDULE 2.-EARTHS, EARTHENWARE, AND GLASSWARE-Continued 

Glass: 
Cylinder, crown, and sheet (window)-

~~Jfs~Jt~-~========================== Fluted, rolled, ribbed or rough plate glass __ 
Ground or obscured ___________________ _ 

Beng~tf:ulished plate glass_------------------

Fordney"
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

44.37 per cent___ 66.56 per cent. 
14.67 per cent. ___ 35.07 per cent. 
14.96 per cent____ 15.94. per cent. 
87.16 per c.ent____ 93.64 per cent. 
79.87 per cent ___ _ 85.84 per cent. 

Unwrcmght and unmanufactured ___________ $1 per ton _______ $1.50 per ton. 
Mirr~Js~ught or manufactured __________________ ;$2 per ton. ______ $3.25 per ton. 

Cast polished plate glass and polished 37.03 per cent ____ 45 per cent. 
window glass, silvered and used as 
mirrors and looking glasses, over 144 and 

Earthenware, stoneware, and crockery: 
Household use, table, toilet, and kitchen 

ware for domestic-plain white, brown, 
yellow, red, or black, not decorated. 

not over 384 square inches. 
45 per eent 62 25 per ,.,nt ' Cast, over 384 and not over 720 square 37.76 per cent ___ _ 

------ • ""'"" · 'c inches. 
Do. 

Hotel, plain white, brown, yellow, red, or 50 per cent ______ 56.44 per-cent. 
black, decorated. 

H~tel, plain white, brown, yellow, red, or 'i5peroent ______ M.Upercent. 
black, not decorated. 

9anitary earthenware: 
P~. J!~~t~~wn, yellow, red, or black, _____ .w ___________ 41'.26 per cent. 

Plain white, brown, yellow, red, or black, 50 per cent_ _____ .51.37 per cent. 
decorated. 

Olock cases, plaques, ornaments, vases, etc.: 
Plain white, brown, yellow, red, or black, 45 per cent ______ 63.46 per eent. 

not decorated. 
Plain white, brown, yellow, red, or black, 50 per cent ______ 54.96 per cent. 

decorated. 
All other articles composed wholly or in -chief 

value of earthenware, stoneware, and .cr.ock
ery:: .PJ::;: r!~t;at!>J~wn, yelluw, .red, or black, 45 per cent_ _____ 88.43J)el' cent. 

Pld~o7a~!!f: brown, yellow, red, or black, 1iO per cent ______ 07.74 per cent. 

Filter tubes ______________________________ 45 per cent______ 60 per cent. 
Terra cotta _ _____________________________ 40 per cent ______ ·55 per eent. 
Ohina, porcelain, and :>ther vitrified wares: 

Household use-
Table, toilet, and ldtchen ware, not 

including bone china-
P~red~hit.e or brown, not dec:>- 60 per cent_ _____ 76.76 per eent. 

Plain white or brown, decorated ___ 70 per cent ______ 81.06 per cent. 
~~~~r:t:f• plain white or brown, not 60 per cent_ _____ 73.75 per cent. 

Hotel ware, plain white or brown, decorated_ 70 per cent ______ 77.39 per cent. 
China and porcelain ware containing 25 per 

cent or more of calcined 'bone: 
Household use-

·T~~lle~oilet, and kitchen ware. plain 50 per .cent_ ____ .54..58 per cent. 

~~l:d~oilet, and kitchen ware, deco- 55 per .cent ______ 56.89 per cent. 

Hotel ware-
Plain white_--------------------------- 50 per cent_ _____ 56.63 per cent. 
Decorated ____________________________ 55 per cent_---- 56.34 per cent. 

Graphite or plumbago: Lump, chip, or dust ________________ _ 
Flake ______ --------------------------

20.peroent ______ 30percent. 
1~2 cents per 16~ioo cents per 

pound. pound. 
Carbons, electric-light carbons, less than ~ iuclL 
Chemical and other scientific glassware: 

45 per cent_---- .00 per -cent. 

Lamp-blown advolumetric ware ___________ 65 per cent _____ 85 per cent. 
.Articles for chemical, scieatific and experi- _____ do___________ Do. 

mental purposes. 
Articles, same, or fused quartz ___________ 30 .per cenL _____ 50 per cent. 
Fused quartz tubes or tubing ___________________ do __ ________ 40 per .cent. 

llluminating glassware: Globes and shades _____ 60 per cent_ _____ 70 per cent. 
Blown glassware: 

.Blown or partly blown _________________ 55 per cent_ ____ _ 
Cut, engraved, ornamented, etc _________________ do _________ _ 
Other blown glassware, n. s. p. L ____________ :._do ________ _ 
Tube gage glasses __ ------------------------ ____ do __________ _ 
Glass perfume and toilet bottles _________________ do __________ _ 

Pressed glass tableware, cut, engraved, orna· _____ do __________ _ 
mented, etc- • Christmas tree ornaments __________________________ do __________ _ 

Glass .bobbins .and other glass parts of textile 30 per cent_ ____ _ 
machinery. 

Laminated glasS; composed of layers or glass 50 per cent_ ____ _ 
and other materials. 

6Dper cent. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

75 per cent. 
60 per cent. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Optical glass for spectacles and optical instru- 45 per-cent_ _____ 50 per-cent. 
ments. 

Scientific instruments: Spectroscopes, spectro- ____ .(}o ________ . ___ 60 per cent. 
meters, and other .optical instruments, frames, 
and mountings. 

Electric lamp carbon filaments ________________ 20 per cent_ _____ 30 per cent. 
Windows, stained or painted-----------~------- 50 _per cent_ ____ 60 per cent. 
Manufactures of glass ruled or etched for photo- Free_-----------. 55 per cent. 

graphic reproduction or engraving processes, 
etc. 

Granite: 
Rough_----------------------------------- 8.89 per cent _____ 14.82 per cent. 
Hewn, dressed, or polished _________________ 50 per cent______ 60 per cent. 

(By the insertion of the word" pitched" 
;practically all of the rough granite is 
.transferred to manufactured.rate, and in · 
some sizes and quality the increase !in rate 
will be as high as 1,500 per cent.) 

Plate glass, cast. polished silvered and look- 40 per cent______ 50 per cent. 
ing glass -plate, over 144 and over 384 
square inches. 

Plate glass, etc .. -
Over 384 and not over 720 square inches ______ do __________ _ 
Over 720 square inches ______________________ do __________ _ 

Cylinder, crown, and sheet glass silvered _____ do _________ _ 
and looking-glass plates, over 144 and not 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

over 3lU square inches. 
Slate, roofing, mantels, school, slabs, chimney 15:per cent_ _____ 25 per cent. 

pieces, etc. 

Manganese ore: Manganiferous iron ore con- Free ____________ 91.04 'per cent 
taining 10 to 30 per cent manganese. 

Tungsten ore or coacentrates ___________________ 191.19 per cent __ 212.44 per cent 
Steel ingots, blooms, billets, etc., valued not 22.01 per cenL___ 26.91 per cent. 

over 1 cent per pound . 
Steel bars, valued not over 1 cent per pound____ 20.96 per cent____ 26.32 J)er oent. 
Wire woven cloth: 

Meshes finer than 30 and not finer than 90 35 per cent ______ 40 per cent. 
wires to the linear iuch. 

Meshes finer than 90 w!res to linear inch ___ _ 
Anvils, weighing ov.er 5 pounds __ --------------Cast-iron pipe _________________________________ _ 
Chains, sprocket and machine chains and par:ts_ 
Staples in strip form for use in paper fasteners 

or stapling machines. 

45 per cent_ ____ _ 
23.06 ;per cent__ __ 
20 per cent _____ _ 
35 per cent _____ _ 
0.6 cent_ _______ _ 

Butts and hinges, finished or tmfinished ________ 40 per .cent_ ____ _ 
Silver plated hollow ware ___________________________ do _________ _ 
Umbrella ribs and tubes _______________________ 50 per cent_ ____ _ 
Needles: 

50 J)er cent. 
42.57 per cent. 
25 per cent. 
40 per cent. 
2centspcr 

pound. 
45 per oent; 
50 per ·cent. 
60 per cent. 

Latch-------------------------------------- 69.90 per cent____ 79.90 per cent. Spring-.beard ___________________________ __ __ 66.67 per cent ___ 84.79 per cent. 
Pens, with nib and barrel in one piece, metallic, 7.06 per cent _____ 9.41 per cent. 

except gold. • 
Pens, other ______________ _______________________ 31.46 per cent: ___ 43.26 per cent. 
Knives: Pen, pocket, pruning, budding, eraser, 1 cent and 50 per 1~ cents and 50 

manicure, and other knives with folding cent. per cent. 
blades, valued not over .40 cents per dozen. 

Surgical instruments and parts, n. s. p. f_ ______ 45 per cent_ ____ _ 
Surgical needles __ _ ----------------------------- _____ do _________ _ 
Drawing instruments __________________________ 40 per cent_ ____ _ 
Plie~:s, pincers, and nippers, valued more than 60 per cent _____ _ 

$2 per dozen. 
Pliers, pincers, valued at not more than $2 per _____ do _________ _ 

dozen. 
Bells (except church bells and carillons), finish- -40 per cent_ ____ _ 

ed or unfinished, bicycle, doorbells, etc. 

55 per cent. 
Do. 

45 per cent. 
10 cents and 60 

per cent. 
5 cents and 60 

per cent. 
50 per cent. 

Shotgun barrels in single tubes, forged, rough Free ____________ 10 per cent. 
bored . 

Pistols and revolvers, valued not over'$4-each.._ l02.93 per cent__ 131.69 per cent. 
Electrical machinery: Generators, transform- 30 per cent_----- 40 per cent. 

ers, converters, motors, stationary, railway, 
vehicle automotive and others; failS and 
blo~ers; radio and wireless apparatus and 
parts; telegraph apparatus . 

Electrical machinery, n. s. p. !_ _____________________ do__________ Do. 
Turbine engines __________________________ ____ 15 per cent_ _____ 20 per cent. 
Metal working machines and parts: Punches, 30 per cent_ _____ -40 per cent. 

shears, and bar cutters. 
Textile machinery: Cotton, wool, and other '35 per cent_ ____ _ Do. 

textile machinery, n. s. p. r. 
Phosphor copper or phosphorus copper ________ Free ____________ 18 per cent. 
Types ________________________________________ 20 per cent_ _____ 30 per cent. 
Zinc ore, containing not more than~ per cent Free----------- 35.57 per cent. 

zinc. 
Print rollers ________ ---------------------------- 72 per ·cent______ 94.65 per cent. 
Manufactures of metal, not specially pra-vided 

for: 
Platinum __ --------- ------- ------ ---------.: 60 per cent______ 65 per cent. 
Other plated ware except cutlery and _____ do___________ Do. 

jewelry. 
Gold-plated articles ____ -------------------- _____ do __________ _ 
Platinum-plated articles ________________________ do __________ _ 
Gold, Sterling-silv-er tableware __________________ do __ ________ _ 
Oold-la<.>quered articles __ ------------------ _____ do_-_-------

Iron or steel ware not specially provided for ____ 40 per cent_ ____ _ 
Iron axes __________________ -------------------- _____ do _____ ------
Iron mechanics' tools: Twist drills, reamers, etc ______ do __________ _ 
Iron builders' hardware: Hinges, door latcbes, _____ do __________ _ 

hooks, window fasteners, door knobs, etc. 
Nonferrous ware.c; not specially pl'ovided for: _____ do __________ _ 

Aluminum, copper, bronze, lead, nickel, 
brass, zinc, pewter, tin, wire, and others, not 
plated. 

Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

45 per cent. 
Do .. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
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List of increases carried in the Hawlev-Smoot tariff bill, showing actual or computed 

ad valorem rates based on 19£8 imports under Fordney-McOumber Act and Hawley
Smoot bill-Speci}lc rates shown in some instances-Continued 

SCHEDULE 3.-llfETALS AND MANUFACTURES OF-continued 

Vehicles (except agricultural) n. s. p. f.,cars and 
parts for railway, in chief value of metal. 

Vehicles: Carriages, drays, and trucks and other 
vehicles and parts, n. s. p. f., in chief value of 
metal. 

Aluminum foil _____ ------ __ .------------------_ Metal powder in leaL ________________________ _ 
Watches, medium grade, also cases and dials. 

NOTE.-Watches ha>e been increased but 
comparison impossible. 

Clocks and movements; recorders of time, dis
tance, or fares; meters for gas, water, and elec
tricity; speed controllers and other regulating, 
recording, or indicating devices; estimated 
increase of paragraph carrying above articles. 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

40 per cent ______ 45 per cent 

_____ do___________ Do. 

35 per cent. _____ 40 per ceut. 
11.11 per cent. __ 21.11 per cent. 

61.22 per cent. __ 91.83 per cent. 

SCHEDULE 4.-WOOD AND MANUFACTURES OF. 

Flooring, maple, birch, and beech______________ Free. __ --------- 8 per cent. 
Plywood _______________________________________ 33~ per cent_ ___ 40per cent. 
Plywood, alder ______________________________________ do __________ 50 per cent. 
Blinds, curtains, shades, screens, plain _________ 35 per cent______ Do. 
Blinds stained, dyed, painted, printed, pol-

ished, grained, or creosoted. ___________________ 45 per cent______ Do. 
Baskets, plain: 

Bamboo, wood or composition of wood, 
straw, papier-mach~, and palm leaf. _____ 35 per cent._____ Do. 

Bamboo, stained, dyed, painted, polished, 
grained, or creosoted _____________________ 45 per cent._____ Do. 

Clothespins ____________________________________ 90.98 per cenL .. 121.31 per cent. 
Furniture: 

House or cabinet furniture of wood (exclud-

e~~~~~-~~~============================ -~~~ro~.C:~~= === <10 P~o~nt. 
Paintbrush handles (this is one of the items re-

duced by President Coolidge) ________________ 16% per cent. ___ 33~ per cent. 

SCHEDULE 5.-SUGA.R, MOLASSES, AND MANUFACTURES OF 

Sugar _________________________ per 100 pounds.. $1.76 .. ---------- $2. 
Molasses: Blackstrap __________________________ 4.53 per cent. ____ 4.98 per cent. 
Maple sugar ___ -------------------------------- 23.46 per rent__ __ 46.91 per cent. Maple sirup ____________________________________ 30.02 per rent ____ 41.28 per cent. 
Dextrose, testing not above 99.7 per cent, and 14.41 per cent____ 18.92 per cent. 

dextrine sirup. . Sugar cane ____________________________ per ton __ I $!. ______________ $2.50. 

SCHEDULE 6.-TOBACCO AND MANUFACTURES OF 

Cigar wrapper tobacco: 
Unstemmed________________________________ $2.10 per pound .. $2.27~ per 

pound. 
Stemmed.--------------------------------- $2.75 per pound.. $2.92~ per 

pound. 

SCHEDULE 7.-AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS 

Cattle, live: 
Weighing less than 700 pounds _____________ 2 cents.----~---- 231 cents per 

pound. 
Weighing over 700 pounds. __ -------------- 231 cents ________ 3·centsper pound, 

Sheep and lambs .. ----------------------------- 23.19 per cent. __ 34.78 per cent. 
Goats.----------------------------------------- 109.86 per cent._ 164.79 per cent. 
Swine·----------------------------------------- 5.68 per cent_ ___ 22.74 per cent. 
Meats: 

Beef-
Fresh ___________________________ _______ 12.69 per cent ___ ~.37 per cent. 
Canned ________________________________ 20 per cent_ _____ 49.15per cent. 
Pickled' or cured._--------------------- ----.do.--------- 50.79 per cent. 

Veal-
Fresh ... ------------------------------- 17.33 per cent. __ 34.65 per cent. Pickled or cured _______________________ 20 per cent ______ 50.79 per cent. 

Mutton ____________________________________ 29.59 per cent_ __ 59.17 per cent. 
Lamb·------------------------------------- 22.32 per cent_ __ 39.06 per cent. 
Pork- . 

Fresh __________________________________ 3.90 per cent_ ___ 13.02 per cent. 
Ham, bacon, and shoulders __ __________ 5.64 per cent. ___ 9.16 per cent. 
Pickled, salted, and other cured pork.__ 5.11 per cent.___ 8.31 per cent. 

Reindeer meat, imports in 1928, $1)73________ 13.16 per cent.._ 19.73 per cent. 
Venison ____________________________________ 18.78 per cent. ___ 23.17 per cent. 
Fresh, not specifically provided for_________ 20 per cent. _____ 52.49 per cent. 
Frog legs ___________________________________ 7.04 per cem _____ 10.55 per cent. 
Other canned meats ___ _____________________ 20 per cent ______ 46.42 per cent. 
Other prepared or preserved, n. s. p. t__ ____ ••••• do ___________ 50.07 per cent. 
Other fresh or dried cured meats ________________ do ___________ 35.97 per cent. 
Game, n. s. p. !_ ___________________________ 30.77 per cent ____ 46.16 per cent. 
Edible offal (livers, sweetbreads, etc.) ______ 20 per cent_ _____ 42.37 per cent. 

Lard (imports in 1928, $666)-------------------- 5.45 per cent__ ___ 1(...17 per cent. 
Lard compounds and substitutes (impllrts in 29.14 per cent. ___ 36.41 per cent. 

1928, $1,208). 
Milk: 

Fresh_------------------------------------- 14.38 per rent_ ___ 37.39 per cent. Sour and buttermilk: _______________________ 3.29 per cent _____ 6.75 per cent. 
Condensed milk in hermetically sealed con-

tainers-
Sweetened _____________________________ 18.22 per cent ____ 33.41 per cent. 
Unsweetened___________________________ 13.75 per cenL.. 24.74 per cent. 
All other------------------------------- 14.93 per cent ____ 27.48 per cent. 

List of increases carried in the Hawte.u-Smoot tarilf bill, showinq actual or computed 
_ad valorem rates based on 19f8 imports under Fordney-McCamber Act and Hawleu
Smoot bill-Specific rates shown in sQ171e instances-Continued 

SCHEDULE 7.-AGRICULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PROVISIONS-continued 

Milk-Continued. 
Powder-

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922} 

Hawley-Smoot 
bffi 

Whole ________ _________________________ 17.11 per cent ____ 34.26 per cent. 
Skimmed ______________________________ 20.76 per cent . ___ 41.52 per cent. 

l\falted milk and compounds, mixtures, or 20 per cent_______ 35 per cent. 
substitutes for milk: and cream (imports 
of malted milk in 1928, $463). 

~~~~~---------------------------------------- 33.30 per cent__ __ 38.84 per cent. 

Having the eye formation of the Swiss or 39.53 per cent ____ 42.16 per cent. 
Emmenthaler type. 

Not having the eye formation of the Swiss 28.73 per cent_ __ 45.97 per cent. 
of Emmenthaler type. 

Cream _________________________________________ 12.23 per cent_ __ 34.75 per cent. 
Cream, powder (imports of cream powder in 43.81 per cent_ __ 77.16 per cent. 

1928, $1,820). 
Birds: 

Poultry, live.------------------------------
Poultry, dressed or undressed _____ _ : ______ _ 
Game birds, dressed or undressed .. _______ _ 
Game birds, canned _______________________ _ 

Eggs: 

11.89 per cent. __ 31.70 per cent. 
22.48 per cent_ __ 37.46 per cent. 
23.31 per cent.__ 29.13 per cent. 
35 per cent ______ 48.13 per cent. 

In shelL----------------------------------- 27.55 per cent. __ 34.44 per cent. 
Whole eggs, frozen or otherwise prepared or 38.83 per cent___ 62.02 per cent. 

preserved. 
Egg yolk, frozen or otherwise prepared or 29.84 per cent.__ 54.71 per cent. 

preserved. 
Albumen, frozen or otherwise prepared or 38 per cent_ _____ 69.66 per cent. 

preserved. · 
Fish: 

Salmon, canned ___________________________ _ 
Kippered herring __ --------------- ---------
Cod, pickled or salted, skinned or boned __ _ 
Herring, smoked, skinned or boned _______ _ 
Smoked finnan baddie ____________________ _ 
Smoked fillets and portions of cod, had-

dock, hake, pollock, and cusk. 

23.28 per cent. __ 
13.17 per cent. __ 
12.43 per cent_ __ 
23.37 per cent. __ 
25 per cent. ____ _ 
11.36 per cent. __ 

25 per cent. 
15.81 per cent. 
19.89 per cent. 
28.05 per cant. 
28.85 per cent. 
27.27 per cent. 

Other fish roe for food purposes ___________ 30 per cent. _____ 105.83 per cent. 
Clams, clam juice, or either in combinations Free ____________ 35 per cent. 

with other substances, packed in air-tight 
containers. 

Buckwheat. ___________________________________ 5.53 per cent_ ___ 13.84 per cent. 
Corn (production in 1928, 2,839,959,000 bushels; 13.96 per cent. __ 23.26 per cent. 

imports in 1928, 574,120 bushels; exports in 
1923, 41,880,000 bushels). 

Com, cracked (imports in 1928, 9,258 bushels) __ 13.21 per cent. .• 22.02 per cent. 
Corn meal, flour, grits, etc. (imports in 1928, 3.18 per cent_ ___ 5.65 per cent. 

$283.) 
Oats (production in 1928, 1,449,531,000 bushels; 22.9 per cent_____ 24.43 per cent. 

imports in 1928, 489,368 bushels; exports in 
1928, 16,242,000 bushels). 

Rice paddy or rice having outer bull on ________ 20.21 per cent ____ 25.27 per cent. 
Rice, uncleaned, or rice free of the outer hull ... 23.62 per cent ____ 2SI.34 per cent. 
Rice, clean _______________________ _____ _________ 46.19 per cent ____ 57.74 per cent. 
Rice flour, meal, polish, bran and broken rice__ 13.5 per cent_____ 16.88 per cent. 
Oil cake and oil cake meal: 

Cottonseed ___________ ---------------------- Free ___________ _ 
Linseed _____________ ------------------- ________ .do _________ _ _ 
Coconut or copra ________________________________ do __________ _ 
Peanut. ________________________________________ .do __________ _ 
Soybean ___ -------------------------------- _____ do ____ _____ _ _ 
All other----------------------------------- __ ... do __________ _ 

Cherries: 

22.16 per cent. 
13.84 per cent. 
19.05 per cent. 
13.36 per cent. 
15.1:1 per cent. 
21.57 per cent. 

Maraschino, and other prepared or pre- 40 per cent_ _____ 81.21 per cent. 
served. 

Sulphured, or in brine, stemmed or pitted.. 21.05 per cent____ 66.67 per cent. 
Citrous fruit peel: 

Orange, prepared or preserved in any man- 43.47 per cent.___ 59.56 per cent. 
ner. 

Lemon _____________________________________ 54.19 per cent_ ___ 86.70 per cent. 
Citron, candied or otherwise prepared or pre- 35.05 per cent ____ 46.74 per cent. 

served. 
Figs: 

Fresh, dried, or in brine ____________________ 20.53 per cenL •. 
Prepared or preserved in any manner ______ 35 per cent. ____ _ 

Dates: Prepared or preserved (containers) __________ do _________ _ 
Lemons ______________________________ __________ 63.68 per cent ___ _ 
Limes ______ ___________________ ____________ _____ 39.16 per cent ___ _ 
Grapefruit, sbaddocks, and pomelos ____________ 31.92 per cent_ __ _ 
Olives: 

66.32 per cent. 
40 per cent. 
41.64 per cent. 
79.60 per cent. 
78.31 per cent. 
47.87 per cent. 

In brine, ripe ______________________________ 29.36 per cent ____ 44.03 per cent. 
Dried, ripe _________________________________ 36.73 per cent ____ 45.91 per cent. 

Pineapples: 
· In bulk: ______________ :: ____________________ 7.78 per cent_____ 12.08 per cent. 
In crates ___________________________________ 14.12 per cent ____ 25.10 per cent. 

Plums, prunes; prunellas, dried, green, ripe, or 7.51 per cent _____ 30.0t per cent. 
in brine. 

Avocados (import data not segregated) _________ 35 per cent ______ 15 cents per 

Flower bulbs: 
pound. 

Tulip, 1il.y narcissus, and lily of valley pips__ 9.07 per cent_____ 27.20 per cent. 
Crocus corms ______________________________ 7.72 per cent _____ 15.44 per cent. 

Nuts: 
Almonds-

Sweet, not shelled______________________ 34.24 per cent ____ 39.65 per cent. 
Sweet, shelled __________________________ 39.11 per cent.. .. 46.09 per cent. 
Bitter, shelled _________________________ 46.13 per cent.___ 54.36 per cent. 
Paste----------------------------------~ 11. 20 per cent. __ 16 per cent. 

Cream or Brazil nuts-
Not shelled ____________________________ 9.84 per cent _____ 14.76 per cent. 
Shelled_________________________________ 2.85 per cenL... 12.83 per cent. 
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List of increases carried in the HawltV-Smoot tariff biU. showi11g adtuzl or computed 

ad valorem rates based o-n 19t8 imports uru!tr Ford1ltV-McOumbtr Act a71d HawltV
Smoot bill-Specific rates shown in same imtancu-Continued 

SCHEDULS 7.-AGIUCULTURAL PRODUCTS AND PBOVISIONS-continued 

Nuts-Continued. 
Filberts-

Fordney
McCumber 
Act {1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

Not shelled ____________________________ 24.51 per cent ___ 49.01 per cent. 
Shelled __________ __________________ _:____ 29.16 per cent____ 58.32 per cent. 

Pignolia nuts----------------------------~-- 2.86 per cent..____ 28.57 per cent. 
Pistachio nuts------------------------------ 2.83 per cent_____ 19.81 per cent. 
Peanuts-

Not shelled---------------------------- 67.12 per cent ___ 95.09 per cent. Shelled_ ________________________________ 72:74 per cent ____ 127.3!tper cent. 
Walnuts of all kinds- . 

Not shelled_--------------------------- 32.97 per cent ____ 41.21 per cent. Shelled __________ _______________________ 43.67 per cent ____ 54.59 per cent. 
· Pecans-

Not shelled--------------------------- 32.67 per cent_ ___ 54.45 per cent. 
Shelle<L.------------------------------- 16.74 per cent ___ 27.00per cent. 

Oil-bearing seeds: 
Flaxseed or linseed_________________________ 22.50 per cent_ ___ 36.57 per cent. 
Soybeans----------------------------------- 13.77 per cent ____ 55.06 per cent. 

Grass seeds: 
Alfalfa ___ ----------------------------·------
Alsike clover ______ --------------- __ --------
Crimson clover-------- _____ ----------------
Red clover---------------------------------. White clover ______________________________ _ 

· Other clovers, not specially provided for ___ _ 
Hairy vetch _________ -----------------------Spring vetch, common ____________________ _ 
Canada bluegrass ._------------------------Kentucky bluegrass _______________________ _ 
Orchard grass_-----------------------------
R yegrass. ________ - -- ____ -------------------

Garden seeds: 

23.52 per cent ___ _ 
20.45· per cent_ __ _ 
10.60 per cent ___ _ 
20.69 per cent ___ _ 
15.73 per cent ___ _ 
36.18 per cent ___ _ 
31.66 per cent ___ _ 
17.21 per cent_ __ _ 
18.16 per cent__ __ 
13.75 per cent ___ _ 
16.14 per cent. __ _ 
27.68 per cent ___ _ 

47.03 per cent. 
40.90 per cent. 
21.19 per cent. 
41.37 per cent. 
31.46 per -cent. 
54.26 per cent. 
47.49 per cent. 
25.81 per cent. 
45.40 per cent. 
•6.93 per cent. 
40.35 per cent. 
41.52 per cent. 

Cabbage ___________________________________ 19.71 per cent ____ 23.65 per cent. 
Radish-------- ~-- -------------------------- 24.62 per cent. __ 36.92 per cent. 
Turnip (English turnips) ________ __ __ _____ _ 37.53 per cent ____ 46.91 per cent. 
Rutabaga (Swedish turnip seeds) __________ 43.32 per cent ____ 54.15 per cent. 

Beans: Green.. ____________________________________ _ 

Dried--------------------------------------Canned ___________________________________ _ 

Cowpeas--------------------------------------
Sugar beets __ ----------------------------------
Mushrooms: 

13.87 per cent ____ 97.14 per cent. 
38.36 per cent ____ 65.76 per cent. 
22.25 per cent____ 33.38 per cent. 
Free_____________ 61.61 per cent. 
12.62 per cent____ 14.13 per cent. 

Canned------------------------------------ 45 per cent. __ ___ 70.31 per cent. Dried ____ _____________________________ ____ ______ do __ ----- --- 57.90 per cent. 
Peas: Green.. ____________________________________ _ 

Dried _____________________________________ _ 
Split _______ ------------------ _____________ _ 

Onions ________ ----_----------------------------· Potatoes, white or Irish _____ __________________ _ 
Tomatoes: 

In natural state.-----------------------""----
Canned ___ --- ______ ------ __ --------- ___ ----
Paste ___ -----------------------------------

Turnips __ -------------------------------------
Cabbage _- -------------------------------------
Acorns, and chicory, and dandelion roots, crude_ 
Chocolate: 

20.08 per cent____ 60.25 per cent. 
26.02 per cent____ 45.54 per cent. 
28.87 per cent_ ___ 57.75 per cent. 
47.11 per cent ____ 117.78 per cent. 
35.11 per cent____ 52.66 per cent. 

15.71 per cent ___ _ 
15 per cent_ ____ _ 
40 per cent _____ _ 
21;60 per cent ___ _ 
25 per cent _____ _ 
67,67 per cent ___ _ 

94.28 per cent. 
50 per cent. 

Do. 
44.99 per cent. 
141.79 per cent. 
90.23 per cent. 

Sweetened, minimum rate _______________ _.._ 20 per cent ______ 4D per cent. 
Sweetened, ad valorem rate _______ _________ 17.50 per cent ___ ~ 33.18 per cent. 
Unsweetened ___ ---------- ------------ ----- 21.31 per cent.. ___ 32 per cent. 

Cocoa: 
Sweetened, minimum rate ________________ _ 
Sweetened, ad valorem rate _______________ _ 
Unsweetened ______________ ------ __________ _ 

Hay ______________ ----- _____ -------- ___________ _ 
Straw ______ ---------------------- _____________ _ 
Broomcom _______ ------------- ________________ _ 
Lupulin ___ ____________________________________ _ 
Spices and spice seed: 

23.57 per cent __ __ 40 per cent. 
17.50 per cent____ Do. 
26.22 per cent ____ -39.32 per cent. 
«.25 per cent____ 61.94 per cent. 
17.77 per cent ____ 20.85 per cent. 
Free _________ ___ 17.17 per cent. 
66.15 per cent____ 132.29 per cent. 

· Mustard seed (whole) ____________________ __ 18.45 per cent ___ 36.90 per cent. 
Capsicum or red or Cayenne pepper, un- 13.01 per cent____ 32 . .53 per cent. 

ground. 
Paprika, ungroun<L ________________________ 7.23 per cent_____ 18.06 per cent. 
Pepper, ground ___ __________ _____ _________ 21.59 per cent ____ 34.55 per cent. 

Long-staple cotton_---------------------------- Free ___ --------- 7 cents per 
~ pound. 

SCHEDULE 8.-sPIRITS, WINES, AND OTHER BEVERAGES 

Angostura bitters-- ------- -------------------- -~ 54.69 per cent_ --~105.18 per cent. 
Juices of lemons, limes, oranges, or other ritrous Free ___ --------- 56.73 per cent. 

fruits, for beverage purposes. 

SCHEDULE 9.-cQTTON MANUFACTURES 

Cotton yam: 
Unbleached singles _________________________ 24.01 per cent ____ 29.06 per cent. 
Bleached, dyed, colored, combed, or plied__ 28.23 per cent ____ 33.77 per cent. 
Colored with vat dyes-

Yarn No. 84.---------------------------- 34 per cent ____ __ 35.20 per cent. Yarn Nos. 95-98-200 _________________________ do __________ 37 per cent. 
Countable cotton cloth: 

R~~~ecJ_e_~~~~~~~~~~~~===~~=~==~=~========= ft:~ ~:~ :;!~~==== ~~:~ ~: :;:t 
Printed, dyed, colored, or woven figured ____ 26.99 per cent ____ 29.82 per cent. 

LUI of iftCTeues carried in the Hawley-Smoot tariff biU, ahowin:J actual or computed 
.a f1alcrem rata based o-n 1918 imports u71der Fordnev-McOumber Act and Hawleu
Bmoot _biU-Specific rata ahown in some instance.t--Oontinued 

SCHEDULE 9.--coTTON HANUI!'ACTURE8--CODtinued 

Countable cotton cloth-Continued. 
Colored with vat dyes-

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

i~ ~~: ~k=========================== -~-~~~~======= Yarn No. 83---------------------------- _____ do __________ _ 
Yam No. 84--------------------------- _____ do _________ _ 
Yarn No. 85---------------------------- _____ do _________ _ 
Yarn No. 86---------------------------- _____ do __________ _ 
Yarn No. 88---------------------------- _____ do __________ _ 
Yarn No. 89--------------------------- _____ do __________ _ 
Yarn No. 90---------------------------- _____ do __________ _ 
Yarn Nos. 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 97, 98, 99, _____ do __________ _ 

100, 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 110, 112, 122, 
240. 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

44.35 per cent. 
44.70 per cent. 
45.05 per cent. 
45.W per cent. 
45.75 per cent. 
46.10 per cent. 
46.80 per cent. 
47.15 per cent. 
47.50 per cent. 

Do. 

Woven with 8 or more harnesses or with 41.26 per cent ___ 4a.26 per cent. 
Jacquard lappet, or swivel attachment. 

Woven with drop boxes _________ ___ ___ _____ 36.83 per cent ____ 40.23 per cent. 
Containing silk or rayon. printed, dyed, or 39.84 per cent ___ 43.74 per cenL 

or colored or woven figured. 
Containing silk or rayon, woven with 8 or 44.09 per cent____ 54.13 per cent. 

or more harnesses or with Jacquard, lap.-
pet, or swivel attachments. 

Containing silk or rayon, woven with 35.34 per cent ____ 37.75 per cent. 
drop boxes . 

Special cloths, filled, coated, or waterproofed: 
Tracing cloth ______________________________ 29.46 per cent_ __ 30 per cent. 
Oilcloth (except for floors) _________________ _ Z7.87 per cent___ Do. 

Tapestries and other Jacquard-figured up- 45 per cent ______ 55 per cent. 
holstery cloths. 

Cotton pile fabrics and manufactures of: Velvets and velveteens _____ ________________ 50 per cent _____ _ 
Plush and velvet ribbons _______________________ do ________ _ _ 

Quilts: Jacquard-figmed_ ---------------------- 25 per cent. ____ _ 
Blankets, not Jacquard-figured _____________________ .do ____ - --- --
Cotton small wares: Loom harness, hea.lds, or 34.80 per cenL __ 

collets of vegetable fiber. 

62.50 per cent. 
Do. 

40 per cent. 
53 .09 per cent. 
35 per cent. 

Cotton belting and rope for machinery--------- 30 per cent_ _____ 32 per cent. 
Gloves, knit on a warp-knitting machine __ ___ __ 50 per cent_ _____ 60 per cent. 
Handkerchiefs and mufflers, bleached: 

Not hemmed, yam No. so ___ ______________ 40 per cent. _____ 41 per cent. 
Not hemmed, yarn No. 82. ___ ------------- _____ do . ______ ___ 41.70 per cent. 
Containing yarn _____________ ___ ___________ 42.35 per cent ___ 50.69 per cent. 
Printed, dyed, colored, or woven figured, 47.45 per cent_ __ 51.69 per cent. 

not containing silk. 
Containing silk _________________________ ___ 52.74 per cent. __ 56.56 per cent. 

Clothing and wearing apparel, not knit: 
Men's shirts _______ --------- --------------- 35 per cent.-----Corsets and brassieres _______ ____________________ do _________ _ 

Rag rugs _______ -------------------------------- _____ do _____ -----
Cotton, wiping rags____________________________ Free. ___ --------

37.50 per cent. 
. Do. 
75 per cent. 
3 cents per 

pound. 

SCHEDULE lQ-FLAX, HEMP, ~UTE, AND MANUFACTURES OF 

Flax, unmanufactured: 
Straw ___ ____ ________________ ------------- __ 
Not hackled ___ ----------------------------Hackled, including dressed line ___________ _ 
Tow _____ ------ ____________ ----------------
Noils ____ ----------------------------------

Hemp, unmanufactur69: 
Not hackled __ -~---------------------------
Hackled __ ---------------------------------
Tow ___ --- ------------------- ---------- ---:. 

Crin vegetal or palm-leaf fiber_ __ -------------
Fla."t, hemp, or ramie yarns __ -- - ----------------'
Thread, twine, and cord of flax, hemp, or ramie, 

in the gray, boiled, bleached, dyed., or other
wise treated. 

3.97 per cent_ ___ 5.95 per cent. 
3. 78 per cent____ 5.66 per cent: 
4.30 per cent ____ 6.44 per cent. 
4.09 per cent_ _ _ _ 5.45 per cent. 
9.01 per cent____ 12.01 per cent. 

7.40 per cent ___ _ 
8.73 per cent_ __ _ 
7.86 per cent ___ _ 
33.38 per cent __ _ 
28.77 per cent __ "" 
29.98 per cent. __ 

14.81 per cent. 
15.28 per cent. 
15.71 per cent. 
44.50 per cent. 
34.86 per cent. 
36.28 per cent. 

Gill nettings, nets, webs, and seines ___________ ._ 42.85 per cent_ __ 45 per cent. 
Hose for conducting liquids or gases, of veg&- 33.66 per cent.__ 4 14 per cent. 

table fiber. 
Linen and manufactures of: Table damask ______________________________ 40 per cent _____ _ 

Sets, tablecloths, and napkins ___________________ do.---------
Handkerchiefs, hemmed or hemstitched ____ 45 per cent _____ _ 

Linoleum, inlaid _______________________________ 35 per cent _____ _ 
Mats of cocoa. fiber or rattan_------------------ 59.07 per cent""--
Matting of cocoa fiber or rattan ________________ 23.83 per cent __ _ 

SCHEDULE 11.-WOOL AND MANUFACTURES OF 

Wool for manufacture, not improved; 
Carpet-

In the grease___________________________ 3.5.72 per cent_ __ _ 
On the skin_: _____________ :. ____________ 50.86 per cent ___ _ 
Washed________________________________ 18 cents per 

pound. Scoured. ______________________________ _ 59.06 per cent ___ _ 
·Clothing-

45 per cent. 
Do. 

50 per cent. 
42 per cent. 
78.76 per cent. 
29.79 per cent. 

39.30 per cent. 
70 per cent plus. 
24 cents per 

pound. 
66.44 per cent. 

In the grease.--------------------------
'Vasbed _______ __ -----------------------
On the skin _______ ---------------------

42.66 per cent____ 4a.79 per cent. 
42.46 per cent____ 46.55 per cent. 
39.96 per cent____ 42.62 per cent. Scoured ________________ ___________ : ___ _ 58.40 per cent ____ 69.71 per cent. 

Combing-In the grease ____________ _____ _________ _ 43.0l per cent ____ 47.17 per cent. 
Washed.------------------------------ 52.33 per cent ____ 57.40 per cent. 

/ 
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List of increase& carried in the HatDley-Smoot tariff bill, showi1111 actual or computed 

ad valorem rates based on 1928 imports under Fordney-McOumber Act and Hawley
Smoot bill-Specific ratu shown in some instances-Continued 

SCHEDULE 11.-WOOL AND l\IANtrFACTURES OF--COntinued 

Wool for manufacture not improved-Contd. 
Combing-Continued. 

On the skin _____ -----------------------
Scoured __________ ---- __ -_--------------

llair of the Angora goat (mohair): 

w;~er~~~~==~=~~===~~~=====~============ 
On the skin--------------------------------
Scoured ______________________ .;._ ___________ _ 

Hair of the Cashmere goat, Alpaca, and other 
like animals: 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

M.71 per cent____ 37.02 per cent. 
45.93 per cent____ 54.82 per cent. 

53.29 per cent ___ _ 
31 cents per 

pound. 
30 cents per 

pound. 
10.62 per cent ___ _ 

58.44 per cent. 
34 cents per 

pound. 
32 cents per 

pound. 
12.33 per cent. 

In the grease------------------------------- 38.17 per cent ___ _ 
Washed..----------------------------------- 31 cents per 

41.87 per cent. 
34 cents per 

pound. 
On the skin-------------------------------
Scoured_------- __ --------------------------

Wool wastes and by-products: 
To.p waste, slubbing waste, roving and ring 

waste. 
Garnet ted waste _____ -------------------- __ 
N oils, ca1bonized ________ -------------------
N oils, uncarbonized ____________ -- __ ------- _ 
Thread or yarn waste_---------------------All others n. s. p. !_ _______________________ _ 

Shoddy and wool extract ______________________ _ 

Wool rags __ ------------------------------------
Partially manulactured wool: Tops of mohair ____________________________ _ 

Tops of wool and other hair----------------Other wool advanced ______________________ _ 
Yarns of wool and hair: 

Mohair-
Valued not over 30 cents per pound ___ _ 
Valued over 30 cents and not over $1 

per pound. 
Valued over $1 per pound ______________ _ 

Wool and other hair-
Valued over 30 cents and not over $1 

per pound. 
Valued over $1 per pound _____________ _ 

Wool, dress goods and other light-weight fabrics 
of wool, weighing not over 4 ounces per square 
yard: 

Woven fabrics of mohair, valued over 80 
cents per pound, mohair content. 

Woven, warp of cotton or other vegetable 
fiber. 

Wool, worsteds: 
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool con

tent). 
Warp of cotton or other vegetable fiber ___ _ 

Wool, woolens: 
Valued not over 80 cents per pound _______ _ 
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool con

tent). 
Warp of cotton or other vegetable fiber ___ _ 

Cloth and other heavy-weight fabrics of wool, 
woven fabrics of mohair: 

Valued not over 60 cents per pound _______ _ 
Valued over 80 cents per pound (mohair 

content). 
Cloth worsteds: 

Valued not over 60 cents per pound _______ _ 
Valued over 60 cents and not over 80 cents 

per pound. 
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool con

tent). 
Cloth, woolens: 

Valued not over 60 cents per pound _______ _ 
Valued over 60 cents, and not over 80 cents 

per pound. 
Valued over 80 cents per pound (wool con

tent). 
Pile fabrics of wool or hair: 

Plushes, velvets, and other pile fabrics ____ _ 
Manufactures oL----- ~--------------------

Blankets and similar articles: 
Valued not over 50 cents per pound ________ _ 
Valued over 50 cents and not over $1 per 

pound. 
Valued over $1 and not over $1.50 per pound_ 
Valued over $1.50 per pound ______________ _ 

Felts, not woven, wholly or in chief value of 
wool: 

Valued not over 50 cents per pound _______ _ 
Valued over 50cents and notover$1.50per 

pound. 
Valued over $1.50 per pound __ ------------

Wool, small wares: 
Fabrics with fast edges not over 12 inches 

wide and articles made therefrom of 
woolen mohair (wool content). 

Tubings, garters, suspenders, bmces, cords, 
and tassels (wool content). 

Wool knit goods: 
Fabrics in the piece-

Valued not over $1 per pound _________ _ 
Valued over $1 pound _________________ _ 

Wool knit hosiery: 
Valued at not more than $1.75 per dozen pair_ 
Valued at more than $1.75 per dozen pair __ _ 

pound. 
57.26 per cent ___ _ 
18.25 per cent ___ _ 

61.08 per cent. 
21.79 per cent. 

47.32 per cent____ 56.47 per cent. 

34.06 per cent ___ _ 
33.03 per cent ___ _ 
26.64 per cent ___ _ 
27.25 per cent ___ _ 
33. 54 per cent ___ _ 
16 cents per 

pound. 
26.12 per cent ___ _ 

36.90 per cent. 
41.29 per cent. 
32.25 per cent. 
42.58 per cent. 
50.32 per cent. 
24 cents per 

pound. 
62.68 per cent. 

75.06 per cent--. - 81.73 per cent. 
50.16 per cent____ 53.82 per cent. 
134.36 per cent___ 148.23 per cent. 

132.77 per cent___ 206.30 per cent. 
80.18 per cent____ 85.21 per cent. 

54.33 per cent__ __ 65.93 per cent. 

79.78 per cent ____ 84.76 per cent. 

52.76 per cent_ ___ 64.17 per cent. 

65.09 per cent____ 76.80 per cent. 

68.85 per cent____ 80.94 per cent. 

68.12 per cent_ ___ 80.13 per cent. \ 

68.77 per cent ____ 80.86 per cent. 

110.76 per cent__ 132.17 per cent. 
64.15 per cent ____ 75.72 per cent. 

70.57 per cent____ 82.86 per cent. 

80.24 per cent____ 133.33 per cent. 
70.01 per cent____ 82.23 per cent. 

82.10 per cent ____ 137.70 per cent. 
99.04 per cent____ 116.Z7 per cent. 

65.89 per cent_ ___ · 77.65 per cent. 

83.07 per cent____ 139.72 per cent. 
100.62 per cent__ 118.40 per cent. 

70.71 per cent ____ 83.02 per cent. 

66.01 per cent___ 67.61 per cent. 
64.46 per cent_ __ 65.90 per cent. 

70.32 per cent___ 103.20 per cent. 
67.80 per cent___ 75.23 per cent. 

60.36 per cent___ 65.39 per cent. 
54.89 per cent___ 56.09 per cent. 

68.80 per cent_ __ 99.61 per cent. 
61.25 per cent_ __ 64.16 per cent. 

55.83 per cent_ __ 57.13 per cent. 

64.24 per cent___ 65.82 per cent. 

65.85 per cent___ 67.62 per cent. 

80.56 per cent____ 84.61 per cent. 
58.51 per cent____ 59.46 per cent. 

53.80 per cent____ 55.88 per cent. 
61.87 per cent____ 63.18 per cent. 

List of i11creases carried in the Hawley-Smoot tariff bill, showing actual or computed 
ad valorem rates based on 1928 imports under Fordney-McCumber Act and Hawle<~
Smoot bi/J.-Specific rates shown in some imtances-Continued 

SCHEDULE 11.-WOOL AND MANUFACTURES O~ontinued 

Wool knit gloves and mittens: 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

Valued at not morethan$1.75perdozen pair 57.54 per cent_ ___ 60.04 per cent. 
Valued at more than $1.75 per dozen pair ___ 66.66 per cent ____ 68.51 per cent. 

Wool knit underwear: 
Valued not over $1.75 per pound ___________ 52.31 per cent ____ 54.78 per cent. 
Valued over $1.75 per pound _______________ 61.21 per cent ____ 62.45 per cent. 

Wool knit outerwear: 
Valued not over $1 per pound ______________ 89.57 per cent ____ 105.43 per cent. 
Valued over $1 and not over $2 per pound ___ 69.80 per cent ____ 72.28 per cent. 
Valued over $2 per pound __________________ 58.99 per cent_ ___ 59.99 per cent. 

Wool wearing apparel, not knit or crocheted: 
Hat bodies-

Valued not over $2 per pound__________ 56.68 per cent ____ 102.80 per cent. 
Valued over $2 and not over $4 per 

pound_______________________________ 57.84 per cent ____ 92.12 per cent. 
Valued over $4 per pound______________ 58.36 per cent ____ 82.44 per cent. 

Wool hats: 
Valued not over $2 per pound ______________ 55.41 per cent_ __ 203.09 per cent. 
Valued over $2 and not over $4 per pound__ 55.95 per cent___ 156.82 per cent. 
Valued over $4 per pound __________________ 58.03 per cent_ __ 111.63 per cent. 

Wool clothing and wearing apparel: 
Valued not over $2 per pound ______________ 56.01 per cent_ __ 67.02 per cent. 
Valued over $2 and not over $4 per pound __ 55.34 per cent_ __ 56.37 per cent 
Valued over $4 per pound __________________ 56.29 per cent ___ 56.99 per cent. 

Carpets and rugs: 
Oriental and similar carpets and rugs, made 

on power-driven loom ____________________ 55 per cent_ _____ 60 per cent. 
(Oriental and similar carpets and rugs, 

not made on power-driven loom (hand-
made), were reduced 55 to 53.24 per cent). 

Chenille Axminster ------------------------ _____ do__________ Do. 
Machine made, not specially provided for, 40 per cent______ Do. 

Wilton and others. 
Fabrics containing 17 per cent or more in weight 50 per cent_----- 86.31 per cent. 

of wool (but not in chief value thereof). 

SCHEDULE 12.-BILK MANUFACTURES 

Sewing silk, twist, floss, and silk thread or 35 per cent_ _ _ _ _ 40 per cent. 
yarns, n. s. p. f. 

Woven fabrics in piece (broad silks) Jacquard- 55 per cent_ ____ 65 per cent. 
figured. 

Silk pile fabrics: 
Velvets __ ---------------------------------- 60 per cenL ----- Do. Ribbons ___________________________________ 55 per cent______ Do. 

Silk wearing apparel: Men's shirts and collars 60 per cent______ Do. 
not embroidered. 

Manufactures of silk n. s. p. L ----------------- _____ do__________ Do. 

SCHEDULE 13.-RAYON MANUrACTURES 

Rayon: 
Yam, weighing less than 150 deniers ______ _ 
Yarn, two or more yarns twisted togetheT, 

weighing less than 150 deniers. 
Artificial horsehair: Two or more yarns twisted 

together, weighing Jess than 150 deniers. 
Rayon waste (including noils): Staple fiber 

(cut rayon filaments other than waste). 
Spun rayon yarn: 

Singles ___ ----- ______ ----- ____________ -----_ 
Two or more yarns twisted together _______ _ 

Knit goods of rayon: Gloves, mittens, hose, 
half hose, underwear, outerwear, and articles 
of all kinds. 

Clothing and articles of wearing apparel, 
and manufactures of rayon not specially 
provided for, increased from 45 cents per 
pound plus 60 per cent to 45 cents per 
pound pl!lf 65 per cent. 

45 per cent_ _____ 51.07 per cent. 
46. 13 per cent___ 50 per cent. 

47.62 per cent___ Do. 

20 per cent_ _____ 25 per cent. 

45 per cent_--~-.:: 54.62 per cent. 
47.71 per cent_ __ 69.17 per cent. 
68. 34 per cent___ 73. 34 per cent. 

SCHEDULE 14.-PAPER AND BOOKS 

Pulp board in rolls for use in the mamifacture of 
wallboard. Pulp, manufactures oL ________________________ _ 

Pa~sue, stereotype, copying, india, bible, 
condenser, carbon, bibulous, pottery, and 
similar papers, not specially provided for, 
weighing not more than 6 pounds to the 
ream. 

Surface coated-
Not specially provided for, covered 

with metal or its solutions and weigh
ing less than 15 pounds to the ream. 

Decorated, cOvered with a design, pat
tern, or character. 

If embossed, printed, or covered with 
metal or its solutions, gelatin or flock. 

Wrapping paper: 
Decorated or covered with a design, pat

tern, or character. 
If embossed, printed, or covered with metal 

or its solutions, gelatin or flock. 
Gummed paper: Simplex, decalcomania paper, 

not printed. 
Decalcomanias, in ceramic colors, weighing not 

over 100 pounds per 1,000 sheets. 

5 per cent_ ______ 10 per cent. 

25 per cent_ _____ 30 per cent. 

24.85 per cent_ __ 29.85 per cent. 

28.24 per cenL __ 29.21 per cent. 

12.72 per cent_ __ 22.72 per cent. 

28.78 per cent_ __ 31.78 per cent. 

15.43 per cenL __ 25.43 per cent_ 

28.87 per cent_ __ 31.87 per cent. 

22.03 per cent ___ 32.03 per cent. 

32.25 per cent_ __ 45.80 per cent. 
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List of increasa carried in the Hawley,Smoot tariff biU, showing actual or computed 
ad valorem rates based on 19t8 import& under Fordnev-McOumber A .ct and Hawleu
Smoot biU-Specific rata shown in some instances-Continued 1 

SCHEDULE 14.-PAPER AND BOOKS-continued 

Lithographic printing matter: 

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Hawley-Smoot 
bill 

Cigar labels, flaps-
Printed in less than 8 colors, not in 22.79 per cent. __ 27.34 per cent. 

metal leaf. 
Printed in 8 or more colors, not in metal 34.35 per cent.__ 39.25 per cent. 

leaf. 
Post cards (except American views) not ex· 28.77 per cent ___ 34.53 per cent. 

ceeding 0.008 inch in thickness. 
Post cards, exceeding 0.008 inch in thick- 16. i2 per cent.__ 24.77 per cent. 

ness and not exceeding 0.020 inch in thick-
ness, in dinlensions less than 35 square 
inches. 

All other lithographically printed matter 26.94 per cent_ __ 32.32 per cent. 
not specially provided for, not exceeding 
0.008 inch in thickness. 

SCHEDULE 15. -SUNDRIES 

Asbestos._---------~--------------------------- 30 per cent.----- 40 per cent. 
Shingles-

Coated _________________________ . ________ 25 per cent ______ 25.13 per cent. 
Not coated----------------------------- _____ do___________ 52.63 per cent. 
Slate, wood, or lumber of-

Uncoated ___ -- --------------------- _____ do___________ Do. Ooated __________________________________ do ___________ 25.13 per cent. 
Fabrics, woven (including brake and 30 per cent_ _____ 40 per cent. 

clutch linings and facings). 
Packing fabric (including expanding, ,_ ____ do __________ _ 

block, and cloth packing). 
Do. 

Hat braids: 
Bleached, dyed, colored, or stained straw, 

Manila hemp, all others __________________ 20 per cent_ _____ 25 per cent. 
Willow sheets or squares ________________________ do·---~------ Do. 

Hats, blocked or trimmed: 
Straw ______ -- _____ ---_----_---------------- 49.96 per cent__ __ 90.78 per cent. 
Palm leaf ___ ------~------------------------ 50 per cent. _____ 81.26 per cent. 
Men's sewed straw hats __________________ _ 88 per cent_ _____ 159.20 per cent. 
Others sewed ____________ - ------------------ 60per cent______ Do. 

Brooms, made of broomcorn, straw, wooden 
fiber or twigs. 

15 per cent ______ 25 per cent. 

Brushes: 
Toothbrushes __ ---------------------------- 45 per cent_-----Other toilet brushes _____________________________ do __________ _ 
Paint brushes ____ ---------------- ---------- ___ .. do ______ -----
Other brushes _______ -- --_------------------ _____ do ____ -------Having pyroxlin handles ___________________ 60 per cent_ ____ _ 
Handles of pyroxlin for brushes _________________ do _____ _____ _ 

Buttons, agate.------------------------------,.- 15 per ce.nL ----
Cork: 

72.54 per cent. 
61.14 per cent. 
50 per cent. 

Do. 
123.39 per cent. 
101.07 per cent. 
358.11 per cent. 

Stoppers-
Natural cork,over ~ inchindiamet~r at 18.50 per cent. ___ 23.12 per cent. 

large end. 
%inch or less at large end_------------- 15.84 per cent____ 19.65 per cent. Insulation __________________________________ 30 per rent_ _____ 61.45 per cent. 

Granulated or ground------- - -------------- 25 per cent.----- 49.87 per cent. 
Artificial composition, or compressed cork. _____ do___________ Do. 

in slabs, blocks, or planks, rods, or sticks. 
Manufactures of cork notspeci.ally provided 30 per cent.----- 45 per cent. 

for. Firecrackers ____________________________________ 42.95 per cent ____ 134.20 per cent. 
Fislting rods and reels __________________________ 45 per cent _----- 55 per cent. 
Candles, wax_ __________________________________ 20 per cent_ _____ 27.50 per oont. 
Combs: 

Hard rubber_------------------------------ 35 per cent_ _____ 60.26 per cent. 
Composed of born or of born and metal ____ 50 per cent_ _____ 59.86 per cent. 

Insulators: Electrical and other articles of syn- 30 per cent_ _____ 110.71 per cent. 
thetic phenolic resin, etc., not specially pro-
vided for. 

Musical instruments: 
Cases for----------------------------------- 40 per cent. ____ _ 
Pipe organs_------------------------------- _____ do __ ____ -----
Violins, assembled _________________________ 66.45 per cent ___ _ 
Violin bow hair_--------------------------- Free ___ ---------

Phonograph needles____________________________ 45 per cent.-----

~~~~~aphl~drypl~teS~======================= -~~-~~~~~====== Tobacco pipes and smoking articles: 

50 per cent. 
60 per cent. 
74.31 per cent. 
roper cent. 
131.09 per cent. 
25 per cent. 

Do. 

Tobacco pipes, bowls known as stummels__ 60 per cent.----- 423 per cent. 
Tobacco pipes other than common tobacco _____ do___________ 103.51 per cent. 

pipes of clay. 
Cigar and cigarette holders, not specially pro- _____ do___________ 205 per cent. 

vided for. 
Embroidered articles: 

Hose and half bose _________________________ 75 per cent._----
Imitation horsehair ___ --------------------- _____ do. ___ ------
Wearing apparel of wooL ___ --------------- _____ do _________ _ 
Wearing apparel of rayon.----------------- _____ do.---------
Wool blankets. ___ -------------------------- _____ do ____ ------

Embroideries of gold and silver not specially _____ do _________ _ 
provided for. 

Embroideries of cotton, flax, hemp, silk _____________ do _________ _ 
Embroidered articles of wearing apparel, cotton, _____ do _________ _ 

flax, hemp, and silk. 
Other articles or fabrics embroidered or tam- _____ do _________ _ 

boured. Drawn work of cotton, flax, silk _____________________ do _________ _ 

90 per cent. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

Do. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 
Handkerchiefs, embroidered: 

Cotton------------------------------------- _____ do __________ 100.85 per cent. Silk _____________________________________________ do __________ 98.89 per cent. 
Hides: Cattle, buffalo, kip skin, and calfskin, Free ____________ 10 per cent. 

dry or salted. 

Li.!t of increasa carried fn the Hawleu-Smoot tariff biU, showin7 actu!ll or computed 
ad valorem rata based on 19t8 imports under Fordneu-McOumber Act and Hawteu
Smoot biU-Specijic rata shown in some imtanca-Continued 

.SCHEDULE 15.-SUNDRIES-continued 

Leather: 
Upper leather, cattle-

Fordney
McCumber 
Act (1922) 

Grains and finished splits.------------- Free ___________ _ 
Wax and rough splits _______________________ do __________ _ 

Calf and kip __ ------------------------- _________ do.----·----Pa tent upper ____________________________________ do __________ _ 
Shoe, sole, harness, and belting leather __________ do __________ _ 

~~ts~~.s:Uor;iied.-o~-,;nfiriis-!led.~============== =====~~=========== 
Bags, baskets, satchels, pocketbooks, belts, 30 per cent ___ : __ 

jewel boxes, portfolios, and other boxes and 
cases not specially provided for. 

Bags, fitted with traveling bottle, drinking, _____ do __________ _ 
dining, or luncheon, sewing, manicure, and 
simHar sets. 

Pencils: 

H awley-Smoot 
bill 

15 per cent. 
Do. 
Do. 
Do. 

12.50 per cent. 
20 per cent. 
15 per cent. 
35 per cent. 

Do. 

Mechanical, made of base metal not plated 25.11 per cent____ 45.11 pe.r cent. 
with gold, silver, or platinum. 

Not specially provided for __________________ 32.62 per cent ___ 47.62 per ce.nt. 

LEAVE OF .ABSENCE 

1\!r. BELL, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab
sence for two weeks on account of important business. 

BENA'lE BILLS REFERRED 

Bills of the Senate of the following titles were taken from 
the Speaker's table and. under the rule, referred as follows : 

S. 317. An act to authorize the Secretary of -1he Interior to 
grant certain oil and gas prospecting permits and leases; to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 319. An act granting an increase of pension to Irene Rucker 
Sheridan; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 497. An act to provide for the erection and operation of 
public bathhouses at Hot Springs, N. Mex. ; to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

S. 543. An act to increase the pay of mail carriers in the 
village delivery service ; to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

S. 557. An act to authorize the disposition of certain public 
lands in the State of Nevada; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 612. An act for the relief of Charles Parshall, Fort Peck 
Indian allottee, .of the Fort Peck Reservation, Mont. ; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S.l183. An act to authorize the conveyance of certain land 
in the Hot Springs National Park, Ark., to the P. F. Connelly 
Paving Co.; to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 1299. An act for the relief of C. M. Williamson, 0. E. 
Liljenquist, Lottie Redman, and H. N. Smith ; to the Committee 
on Claims. 

S. 3088. An act for the relief of R. B. Miller; to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

S. 3171. An act for the relief of Edward C. Compton; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

S. 3386. An act giving the consent and approval of Congress 
to the Rio Grande compact signed at Santa Fe, N. 1\Iex., on 
February 12, 1929; to the Committee on Irrigation and R.ecla· 
mation. 

S. 3646. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Willoughby Osterhaus ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4196. An act to authorize the construction, maintenance, 
and operation of a bridge across the St. Francis River in Craig
head County, Ark.; to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

S. 4211. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to provide 
for the elimination of the Michigan Avenue grade crossing in 
the District of Columbia, and for other pm·poses," approved 
March 3, 1927 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4222. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the District 
of Columbia to sell by private or public sale a tract of land 
acquired for public purposes, and for other purposes; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4223. An act to amend the act entitled "An act to provide 
for the elimination of grade crossings of steam railroads in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes," approved March 
3, 1927 ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4224. An act to provide for the operation and maintenance 
of bathing pooLs under the jurisdiction of the Director of Public 
Buildings and Parks of the National Capital; to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

' 



1930 CONGRESS! ON AL RECORD-HOUSE 8817 
S. 4226. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the Dis

trict of Columbia to sell at public or priva,te sale certain Teal 
property owned by the District of Columbia, and for other pur
poses ; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 4243. An act to provide :OOr the closing of certain streets 
and alleys in the Reno section of the District of Columbia; to 
the Committee on the District of Colm;nbia. 

ENBOLLED BILLS SIGNED 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had examined and 
found truly enrolled bills of the House of the following titles, 
which were thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. H. 4138. An act to amend the act of March 2, 1929, entitled 
"An act to enable the mothers and widows of the deceased sol
diers, sailors, and marines of the American forces now interred 
in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these ceme
teries" · . 

H. R. '6874. An act to authorize exchanges of lands .with own
ers of private land holdings within the Petrified Forest National 
Monument, Ariz. ; 

H. R. 8531. An act making appropriations for the Treasury 
and Post Office Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1931, ~nd for other purpos~; 

H. R. 8562. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Randolph, Mo.; and 

H. R. 9895. An act to establish the Carlsbad Caverns National 
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
the Senate of the following titles: 

S. 549. An act to ·authorize the Secretary of the Navy to pro
ceed with the construction of certain public works, and for other 
purposes; 

S. 4098. An act to provide . funds for cooperation with the 
_ school board at Browning, Mont., in the extensio11> of the high

school building to be available to Indian children of the Black
feet Indian Reservation ; 

S. 4173. An act to extend the times for commencing and com
pleting the construction of a bridge across the Ohio River at or 
near Carrollton, Ky. ; and 

S. 4174. An act granting the consent of Congress to the High
way Department of the State of Tennessee to construct a bridge 
across the French Broad River on the Dandridge-Newport Road, 
in Jefferson County, Tenn. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on En
rolled Bills, reported that that committee did on this day pre
sent to the· President for his approval bills of the House of the 
following titles : 

H. R. 645. An act for the relief of Lyma Van Winkle; · 
H. R. 1794. An act to authorize the payment of an indemnity 

to the owners of the British steamship Kyleakin for damages 
sustained as a result of a collision between that vessel and the 
U. S. S. William O'Brien; 

H. R. 1954. An act for the relief of A. 0. Gibbens; 
H. R. 2902. An act to authorize the sale of the Government 

property acquired for a post-office site in Binghamton, N. Y.; 
H. R. 3246. An act to authorize the sale of the Government 

property acquired for a post-office site at Aleron, Ohio; 
H. R. 3717. An act to add certain lands to the Fremont 

National Forest in the State of Oregon; 
H. R. 4138. An act to amend the act of March 2, 1929, entitled 

"An act to enable the mothers and widows of the deceased 
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the American forces now in
terred in the cemeteries of Europe to make a pilgrimage to these 
cemeteries " ; 

H. R. 6564. An act making appropriations for the Department 
of the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1931, and for 
other purposes ; 

H. R. 6874. An act to authorize exchanges of lands with own• 
ers of private-land holdings, Within the Petrified Forest National 
1\Ionument, Ariz. ; 

H. R. 7069. An act for the relief of the heirs of Viktor 
Pettersson ; 

H. R. 7832. An act to reorganize the administration of Federal 
prisons; to authorize the Attorney General to contract for the 
care of United States prisoners; to establish Federal jails, and 
for other purposes; 

,H. R. 8299. An act authorizing the establishment of a national 
hyd'raulic laboratory in the Bureau of Standards of the Depart
ment of Commerce and the construction of a building therefor; 

H. R. 8562. An act to extend the times for commencing and 
completing the construction of a bridge across the Missouri 
River at or near Randolph, Mo. 

H. R. 8578. An act to ·sell the present post-office site and 
building at Dover, Del.; 

H. R. 8918. An act authorizing conveyance to the city of 
Trenton, N. J., of title to a portion of the site of the present 
Federal building in that city; 

H. R. 9324. An act to dedicate for street purposes a portion of 
the old post-office site at Wichita, Kans. ; 

H. R. 9325. An act to authorize the United States Veterans' 
Bureau -to pave the road running north and south immediately 
east of and adjacent to Hospital No. 90 at Muskogee, Okla., and 
to authorize the use of $4,950 of funds appropriated for hospital 
purposes, and for other purposes ; 

H. R. 9407. An act to amend the act of Congress approved 
May 29, 1928, authorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to 
accept title to certain real estate, subj2ct to a reservation of 
mineral rights in favor of the Blackfeet Tribe of Indians; 

H. R. 9437. An act to authorize a necessary increase in the 
White House police force ; 

H. R. 9758. An act to authorize the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to close certain portions of streets and 
alleys for public-school purposes ; and 

H. R. 9845. An act to authorize the transfer of Government
owned land at Dodge City, Kans., for public-building purposes. 

H. R. 9895. An act to establish the Carlsbad Caverns National 
Park in the State of New Mexico, and for other purposes ; 

ADJOURNMENT 

1\Ir. FRENCH. 1\Ir. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
May 13, 1930, at 12 o'clock noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 
Mr. TILSON submitted the following tentative list of com

mittee bearings scheduled for Tuesday, May 13, 1930, as re
ported to the floor leader by clerks of the several committees : 

COMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION AND N ATUBALIZATION 

(10.30 a. m.) 
To construe the contract labor provisions of the immigration 

act of 1917 with reference to instrumental musicians (H. R. 
10816). 

COMMITTEE ON MINES AND MINING 

(10.30 a. m.) 
Authorizing appropriations for the completion of the Amarillo 

helium plant (H. R. 10200). 
COMMITfEE ON THE MERCHANT MAIUNE AND FISHERIES 

(10.30 . a. m.) 
To amend section 4530 of the Revised Statutes of the United 

States (H. R. 6789). 
To amend section 2 of an act entitled "An act to promote the 

welfare of American seamen in the merchant marine of the 
United States; to abolish arrest and imprisonment as a penalty 
for desertion, and to secure the abrogation of treaty provisions 
in relation thereto; and to promote safety at sea" (H. R. 6790). 

COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CUBBENCY 

(10.30 a. m.) 

To consider branch, chain, and group banking as provided in 
House Resolution 141. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were 

taken from the Speaker's table and referred as follows : 
461. A communication from the President of the United 

States, transmitting supplemental estimate of appropriation for 
the Department of State for the fiscal year 1930 and 1931, 
amounting in all, $50,000 (H. Doc. No. 395) ; to the Committee 
on Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 

·462. A letter from the Comptroller General of the United 
States, transmitting report concerning the claim of T. G. Hayes, 
formerly private, Company A, One hundred and forty-second 
Machine Gun Battalion, Ca.mp Bureaugard, La., in the ·Sum of 
$40; to the Committee on Claims. 

463. A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting 
a draft of a proposed bill for the relief of the Jay Street Ter
minal ; to the Committee on Claims. 

464. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a draft of proposed legislation providing for the transfer of 
certain land described therein from said Shipping Board to the 
Treasury Department for the enlargement of the Federal build
ing site at -Hoboken, .N. -J.; to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND widows and dependent children of soldiers and sailors of said 

RESOLUTIONS war; without amendment (Rept. No. 1425). Referred to the' 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. STALKER : Committee on the District of Columbia. 

H. R. 4015. A bill to provide for the revocation and suspension 
of operators' and chauffeurs' licenses and registration certifi. 
cates; to require proof of ability to respond in damages for 
injuries caused by the operation of motor vehicles; to prescribe 
the form of and conditions in insurance policies covering the 
liability of motor-vehicle operators; to subject such policies to 
the approval of the commissioner of insurance ; to constitute 
the director of traffic the agent of nonresident owners and 
operators of motor vehicles operated in the District of Columbia 
for the purpose of service of process ; to provide for the -report 
of accidents; to authorize the director of traffic to make rules 
for the administration of this statute; and to prescribe penal
ties for the violation of the provisions of this act, and for other 
purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1426). Referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. HAWLEY: Committee on Ways and Means. H. J. Res. 
328. A joint resolution authorizing the immediate appropria
tion of certain amounts authorized to be appropriated by the 
settlement of war claims act of "1928; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1427). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BEERS : Committee on Printing. H. Con. Res. 31. A 
concurrent resolution to print 10,000 additional copies of the 
hearings held before the House Committee on the Judiciary on 
joint resolution~ proposing to amend the Constitution of the 
United States relating to the manufacture and sale of intoxi
cating liquors within the United States; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1429). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. REECE: Committee on Military Affairs. S. J. Res. 49. 
A joint resolution to provide for the national defense by the 
creation of a corporation for the operation of the Government 
properties at and near Muscle Shoals in the State of Alabama, 
and for other purposes; with amendment (Rept. No. 1430). 
RefeiTed to the Committee on the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. SNELL: Committee on Rules. H: Res. 220. A resolution 
providing for the appointment of a committee to investigate 
Communist propaganda in the United States; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1431). Referred to the House Calender. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. S. 363. An ~ct for the 

relief of Charles W. Martin; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1417). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
457. A bill for the relief of Simonas Razauskas; with amend
ment (Rept. No. 1418). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin : Committee on Claims. H .. R. 
5212. A bill for the relief of George Charles Walthers; with 
amendment (Rept. No. 1419). Referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House. 

Mr. IRWIN: Committee on Claims. H. R. 6642. A bill for 
the relief of John Magee; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1420). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: Committee on Claims. H. R. 
6694. A bill for the relief of P. M. Nigro; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1421). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin : Committee on Claims. H. R. 
8127. A bill for the relief of J. W. Nelson; without amend
ment (Rept. No. 1422). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD: Committee on Claims. H. R. 4110. A 
bill to credit the accounts of Maj. Benjamin L. Jacobson, Fi
nance Department, United States Army; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 1423). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. 

Mr. FITZGERALD : Committee on Claims. H. R. 8677. A 
bill for the relief o:r certain disbursing officers of the Army 
ot the United States and for the settlement of individual 
claims approved by the War Department; with amendment 
(Rept. No. 1424). Referred to the Committee of the ·whole 
House. 

Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
H. R. 12302. A bill granting pensions and increase of pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors of the Civil War and certain 

Committee of the Whole House. 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIT, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the con~ideration of the bill (H. R. 11737) · 
granting an increase of pension to E. Jennette Reddinoo, and the 
same was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

ADVERSE REPORTS 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. HARE: Committee on War Claims. H. R. 5723. A bill ' 

to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of Claims to hear, ·deter
mine, and render judgment upon the claim of the Velie Motors 
Corporation (Rept. No. 1428). Laid on the table. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTiqNS 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, public bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: . 
By Mr. NELSON of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12302) granting 

pensions and increase of pensions to certain soldiers and sailors 
of the Civil War and certain widows and dependent children 
of soldiers and sailors of said war ; to the Committee on the 
Whole House and ordered to be printed. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 12303) to pay 25 per cent of 
the face value of adjusted-compensation certificates to veterans 
of the World War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12304) to pay 50 per cent of the face value 
of adjusted-compensation certificates to veterans of the World . 
War, and for other purposes; to the Committee on Ways and ' 
Means. 

By Mr. ZIHLMAN: A bill (H. R. 12305) to amend sectiolli! 1 

45 and 206 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, as 
amended by acts of March 3, 1925, and June 14, 1926; to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CRAMTON: A bill (H. R. 12306) to repeal Public Act 
No. 175 entitled "An act to amend an act regulating the height , 
of building~ in the District of Columbia, approved June 1, 1910," · 
approved April 29, 1930; to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. _ 

By Mr. GARBER of Oklahoma: A bill (H. R. _12307) to pro
vide for the appointment of one additional judge of the District 
Court of the United States for the Western District of Okla-
homa; to the Committee on the Judiciary. . 

By Mr. WOOD: A bill (H. R. 12308) to provide for the con
struction of a mill to manufacture distinctive paper for United 
States securities; to the Committee on Expenditures in the 
Executive Departments. 

By Mr. CLANCY: A bill (H. R. 12309) to amend the World 
War adjusted-compensation act; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows: 
By Mr. BLACKBURN: A bill (H. R. 12310) for the relief of 

Robert Griffith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 12311) granting a pension to Nannie 

Floyd; to the Committee on Invalid Pension . 
By Mr. BLAND: A bill (H. R. 12S12) granting a pension to 

Grace A. Coates ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BLOOM: A bill (H. R. 12313) for the relief of Ed- . 

ward N. Sonnenberg; to the Committee on Claims. 
By l\1r. BUCKBEE: A bill (H. R. 12314) granting an increase 

of pension to Addie E. Churchill; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. COYLE: A bill (H. R. 12315) granting an increase 
of pension to Susan A. Wise; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DE PRIEST: A bill (H. R. 1231<3) for settlement of 
claim of Allen Holmes ; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FREE: A bill (H. R. 12317) authorizing the President 
to order Harry· W. Kerns before a retiring board for a hearing 
of his case, and upon the findings of such a board determine 
whether or not he be placed on the retired list with the rank 
and pay held by him at the time of his resignation ; to the 
Committee on Military .Affairs. 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: A bill (H. R. 12318) granting an in
crease of pension to Katherine Garrison; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
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By 1\Ir. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 12319) granting an increase 

of pen ion to Mary J. Dawson; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. IRWIN: A bill (H. R. 12320) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Green; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 12321) granting 
an increa e of pension to Elizabeth E. Fouke ; to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KENDALL of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 12322) grant
ing a pension to Mattie Lowry; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KIESS: A bill (H. R. 12323) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Grange; to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. KINZER: A bill (H. R. 12324) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary F. Wenger; to the Oom:nittee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12325) granting an increase of pension 
to Michael Quinn ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H." R. 12326) granting a pension to Mary Moore; 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mrs. LANGLEY: A bill (H. R. 12327) granting a pension 
to John Deaton; <to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LETTS: A bill (H. R. 12328) for the relief of Anna 
Gerken ; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By l\fr. LOZIER: A bill (H. R. 12329) granting an increase 
of pen ion to Sallie Peters ; to the Committee on Invalid Pen
sions. 

By l\Ir. McSWAIN: A bill (H. R. 12330) for the relief of 
Willie B. Hunter; to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PARKER: A bill (H. R. 12331) granting an increase 
in pension to William S. Loesch ; to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 12332) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
D. R. Prouty; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. REID of Illinois: A bill (II. R. 12333) granting an 
increa e of pension to Mary Byard ; to the Committee on Pen
sions. 

By Mr. SCHAFER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 12334) grant
ing an increase of pension to Charles Osborne; to the Committee 
on Pen ions. 

By Mr. STALKER: A bill (H. R. 12335) granting an in
crease of pension to Sarah A. Lane; to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Al o, -a · bill (H. R. 12336) granting a pension to Albert 
Bradley; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. TILSON: A bill (H. R. 12337) for the relief of 
William J. Carr; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. TINKHAM: A bill (H. R. 12338) to confer jurisdic
tion upon the Court of Claims to hear, determine, and render 
judgment upon the claim of Mary A. McCourt; to the Com
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. WATSON: A bill (H. R. 12339) for the relief of 
Lewis E. Green; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. WELSH of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 12340) grant
ing a pension to Michael J. Carroll; to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 
7245. Petition of American Legion of the Distl'ict of Colum

bia, protesting against the location of any permanent airport in 
the vicinity of Arlington National Cemetery; to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

7246. By Mr. CAMPBELL of IQwa: Petition of the Ida 
County, Iowa, Woman's Christian Temperance Union Institute 
and the Milford, Iowa, Woman's Christian Temperance Union 
Institute, requesting Congress to enact a law for the Federal 
supervision of motion pictures establishing higher standards 
before production for films that are to be licensed for interstate 
and international commerce; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

7247. By Mr. CAMPBELL of Pennsylvania: Petition of resi
dents of the thirty-sixth congressional district, urging the pas
sage of the Muscle Shoals bill at this session of Congress; to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

7248. By Mr. GLOVER: Petition of Allen Hearin Post, No. 
32, American Legion, Pine Bluff, Ark., urging the passage of the 
Rankin bill in its present form; to the Committee on World 
War Veterans' Legislation. 

7249. By 1\fr. HUDSON: Petition of the National Association 
of Letter Carriers, Detroit Branch, Detroit, 1\Iich., urging the 
immediate payment of the adjusted-compensation certificates, 
commonly referred to as the bonus; to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

7250. Also, resolution of the board of directors of the Detroit 
Council of Churches commending the President of the United 
States upon his wisdom and courage in recommending the 
enactment of legislation to correct the evils now existing be
cause of the nonenforcement of law, and urging early enactment 
of legislation for the correction thereof; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

7251. Also, petition of presbytery of Lansing, l\Iich., of the 
Presbyterian Church of the United States of America, urging 
the enactment of legislation for the Federal supervi ion of 
motion pictures, requiring higher standards for films which are 
to be licensed fer interstate and international use; to the Com
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

7252. By l\Ir. HULL of Wisconsin: Resolution of Alaska 
Native Brotherhood, regarding conditions of natives of south
eastern Alaska ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

7253. :!3y l\Ir. LUCE: Petition of residents of Massachusetts 
indorsing the passage of bill to except dogs from vivisection in 
the District of Columbia, the Territories, and insular posses
sions; to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

7254. By 1\Ir. NEWHALL: Resolution of Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union, Fort Thomas, Ky., signed by Kate Shaw, 
president, and L. 1\I. Grimm, secretary, requesting the House of 
Representatives to pass legislation providing for Federal ~uper
vision of motion pictures that are to be licensed for interstate 
and international commerce ; to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

7255. By Mrs. OWEN: Petition of W. H. Arnold and 84 other 
per ons, of Orlando, Fla., and vicinity, in behalf of Senate bill 
476 and House bill 2562, providing for increased rates of pension 
to the men who served in the armed forces of the United States 
during the Spanish War period; to the Committee on Pensions. 

7256. By Mr. SWANSON: Petition of Council Bluffs Woman's 
Christian Temperance Union, favoring Federal supervision of 
motion pictures used in interstate and international commerce; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE 
TuEsDAY, May 13, 1930 

The Chaplain, Rev. Z~.Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the 
following prayer : 

Eternal Father, who renewest the face of the earth with Thy 
breath, so gentle and potent, reviving for us in the springtime the 
grace and beauty that had :fled, make us to partake of other 
things than those made known to eyes of sens~messages of 
splendor, bafH.ing and alluring, revealed through the soul's east 
window of divine surprise. Give us this day a larger charity, a 
deeper self-knowledge, a growing sense of moral acquisition that 
can only come through high endeavor for the better, purer· things 
of life. 

Pity and pardon us for what we have missed and might have 
attained, strengthen our weakness, arm us with trust in Thy 
mercy which fails not, in Thy patience which waits without 
weariness, that we may pre s forward toward the mark of our 
high calling which is in Christ Jesus our Lord. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's 
proceedings when, on request of Mr. FEss and by unanimous 
con ·ent, the further reading was dispensed with and the Journal 
was approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSEl 

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Farrell, 
its enrolling clerk, announced that the House had passed the 
following bills of the Senate: 

S. 2400. An act to regulate the height, exterior design, and 
construction of private and semipublic buildings in certain areas 
of the National Capital; 

S. 3498. An act to aid . the Grand Army of the Republic in its 
Memorial Day services, May 30, 1930 ; 

S. 4057. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
extend the time for cutting and removing timber upon certain 
revested and reconveyed lands in the State of Oregon ; and 

S. 4221. An act for the disposal of combustible refuse from 
places outside of the city of Washington. 

The message also announced that i:b'e House had passed the 
following bills and joint resolution, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 3144. An act to amend section 601 of subchapter 3 of the 
Code of Laws for the District of Columbia; 
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